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BELGIUM 


GOVERNMENT EXPELS SOVIET NATIONALS FOR ESPIONAGE 





NC211703 Paris AFP in English 1701 GMT 21 May 84 


{[Text] Brussels, May 21 (AFP) -- Belgium today announced that it was expelling two 
Soviet nationals accused of attempting to obtain top-secret military information 
concerning the Atlantic alliance. 


A communique issued by the Belgian Justice Ministry said the government was also 
considering taking action against a Soviet diplomat in the country. 


It added that the pair to be expelled were members of the Soviet special services who 
had “tried to obtain highly classif‘ed documents of the Atlantic alliance." 


The ministry refused to elaborate on the identities or positions of the two Soviets, 
who a spokesman said would be expelled later today. 


Further Details 
LD220956 Brussels Domestic Service in French 0900 GMT 22 May 84 


(Text] [Words indistinct] as you know, two Soviets were apprehended over the weekend 
while they were trying to obtain secret NATO documents. These two Soviets, who belonged 
to the Soviet trade mission, had approached a foreign citizen with both minor and major 
access to NATO in order to obtain information. The person went along with them but at 
the same time alerted the Belgian security services. There was no complicity within 
NATO but the transactions led to the payment of large sums of money. The two Soviet 
spies were subject to immediate expulsion; they will leave Brussels national airport 
just before noon on the regular Aeroflot flight. 


In the same affair, a Soviet diplomat is also under suspicion but he is not the subject 
of any particular action since he is a diplomat and is not attached to a trade mission. 


It has just been learned that it is not only the two Soviet spies who have been brought 
to Belgian justice; two East German spies have already been expelled from Belgium last 
week for espionage activities. They are the second secretary at the GDR Embassy and an 
engineer of a Belgian-East German firm. 
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TWO GDR NATJONALS EXPELLED FOR ESPIONAGE 





NC221030 Paris AFP in English 1028 GMT 22 May 84 


[Text] Brussels, May 22 (AFP) -- Two East Germans, one a diplomat, were expelled from 
Belgium last week for alleged spying, a reliable Justice Ministry source disclosed 
today within 24 hours of a similar order against two Soviet nationals. 


The two East Germans, whose identities were not given, were described as a second 
secretary at the East German Embassy and an engineer working for a jointly owned 
East German-Belgian company. 


Yesterday, the Justice Ministry announced the imminent expulsion of two membzrs of the 
Soviet Embassy trade mission. The two, arrested Friday, have been accused of 
attempting to procure confidential documents of the North Atlantic Treaty 

Organization (NATO). 


The two Soviet citizens, who have not been identified, were due to leave Brussels 
today on a direct Aeroflot flight to Moscow. 


According to the Justice Ministry, to obtain the documents, the two had contacted "a 
foreigner moving in NATO circles." After pretending to go along with the spies' 
plan, the contact had alerted NATO security men and the two fell into a trap. 


The Justice Ministry said large sums of money had changed hands. 


The two Soviet citizens do not have diplomatic status but have a status which “protects” 
them from legai action in Belgium. 


Yesterday's Justice Ministry communique said a Soviet diplomat was presently under 
investigation “at government level," possibly in connection with the same affair. 


In August 1983, four diplomats -- A Soviet first embassy secretary and three 
Romanians, two first secretaries and a commercial attache -- were expelled after 
being accused of economic espionage. 


Meanwhile in London today, the Foreign Office announced that two Czechoslovak 
diplomats were expelled from Britain this month for “activities incompatible with their 
status" -- a term generally applied to persons accused of spying. 
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NETHERLANDS 





VAN DEN BROEK INTERVIEWED ON MISSILE DEPLOYMENT 





PM181528 Rotterdam NRC HANDELSBLAD in Dutch 9 May 84 p 3 


{Interview with Foreign Minister Van den Broek by J. M. Bik and Jan Gerritsen: “Rather 
Isolated Within the CDA Than Within NATO” -- date and place not given] 


[Text] The Netherlands is definitely under the spell of the cruise missile issue, 
especially in this week of action by the peace movement. Remarkably little has been 
heard on this issue in the last weeks and months from 47-year-old Foreign Minister 
Hans van den Broek of the Christian Democratic Appeal [CDA]. His party colleague, 
Defense Minister de Ruiter, a ministerial colleague and adversary in the missile 
debate, has not been as quiet and has been more in the news: a speech on the occasion 
of NATO’s 35th anniversary, comments on a rebuke from NATO colleagues in Turkey about 
Netherlands hesitation, and complaints to the society of chief editors about the 
“exaggerated” attention the deployment issue receives in the media. 


In short, despite the fact that so much has been heard from De Ruiter, an interview 
with Van den Broek on the subject of this question, which lingers in an atmosphere of 
crisis, seems worth the trouble. The minister seems to think so, too, and an appoint- 
ment was readily made. 


There is probably another reason for this. The events of recent weeks, when the 
cabinet was studying the so-called crisis variant, pointed somewhat to the threat 

of political isolation for Van den Broek. The simple fact that this variant (making 
the Woensdrecht base mere or less ready, but keeping cruise missiles in another NATO 
country until a time cf crisis) was being studied with his approval indicated that 

the political “hacking” of the People's Party for Freedom and Democracy [VVD] ministers 
must have been even less positive. VVD parliamentary group leader Nijpels, however, 
corrected this impression with a sharp public rejection of this crisis variant, or 

so it seems at present. 


{Bik and Gerritsen] Some people say that Hans van den Broek will never allow himself 
to become isolated within the CDA; others say that he will never allow himself to 
become isolated in NATO. Who is more right? 


[Van den Broek] The latter is considerably more important to me than the former, 
because national interests should be above party interests. Not that I would ifke 

to feel isolated within my own party, but I have the feeling that with my points 

of departure I am very much in line with what the CDA has always intended in its 
programs. Things would be a little different -- and then I would feel uneasy -- 

if my party and the government accord were to force me in a direction which would 
mean Netherlands isolation within NATO. But then I would never have become foreign 
minister. For I believe — and this is a passage from the CDA program which cannot 

be misunderstood in any way -- that NATO is and will remain for the foreseeable future 
the cornerstone of our security policy. And if you want to go on functioning credibly 
in it, you also have to be willing to make a suitable contribution to it -- you have 
to take the good with the bad. 


[Bik and Gerritsen] Yes, but you haven't gone very clearly into the tension between 
two possible isolations. 


{Van den Broek] I will say again that you must take it from me that for me the role 
of the Nethetiands in the peaceand security policy of the indispensable alliance 

is of primary importance. My position with regard to possible political and tactical 
maneuvers is completely subordinated to this. 
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[Bik and Gerritsen] How could you then agree to the study of the so-called crisis 
variant, which meanwhile was predictably rejected by our NATO patners? 


{Van den Broek] The attractive thing about the crisis variant is that in it both 
advocates and opponents of deployment clearly recognize something of their own diffi- 
culties with the problem. This in itself is not the all-important thing, but I am 
not telling you anything new when I say that in a solution to the cruise missile 
problem a number of rather drastically opposed views will have to be reconciled. 

This variant continues to make use of the concept of deterrence, although the effect 
of this would only be at the maximum in the time of crisis. It is clear that there 
are all sorts of ifs and buts connected with this variant which led to very serious 
reservations among our allies. 


To mention a few: the variant is, of course, a deviation from the December 1979 
NATO two-track decision that assumes a war-preventing effect before there is any 
suggestion of a crisis. The variant could have the effect of reinforcing crises, 
because deterrence would be introduced only at the moment of crisis. But you can 
also turn this argument around and say that sending in cruise missiles in times of 
crisis could in itself be a warning to a potential aggressor that things are getting 
serious. 


{Bik and Gerritsen] The Netherlands as a sort of forward player in international 
crisis management? 


[Van den Broek] Yes, in the sense that this would have to happen in consultation 
with our allies. There would then have to be agreement on what sort of readiness 
would therefore be necessary in peacetime. But anyway, we have simply had to note 
that this approach has met great opposition among our allies. 


{Bik and Gerritsen] Are you annoyed by that? 


{Van den Broek] I have (smiling) never dared to hope that a solution to these problems 
could be found which would greatly please everyone, and that includes the ministers 

in the cabinet; I do not think I am revealing a great secret by saying so. When 

you have to make your choice at a given moment and you have to choose criteria, the 
question is whether a solution makes sufficient contribution to alliance solidarity 

or whether it does full ‘ustice to the Netherlands commitment to arms control, and 

then whether it fits in with our overall conception of a joint NATO security policy. 
{answer ends] 


And sithout mentioning the crisis variant here in as many words, Van den Broek fol- 
lowed with the Netherlands reservations about deployment. 


[Van den Broek] The question is whether you make the Netherlands reservations into 

an instrument for broader arms limitation or whether you say that you have lost all 
belief in that. I still believe that there is some prospect for negotiations, although 
I admit that in the short term the prospect is hardly an overwhelming one. The moment 
that the Netherlands makes a unilateral decision which does not have this arms limita- 
tion dimension, our influence on that process will be considerably reduced, bearing 

in mind the damage that could be done to our country in the alliance in this way. 


But back to the crisis variant. It is clear that this cannot be implemented unilater- 
ally. Whether for the implementation of the necessary preparations in peacetime 

or agreeing on the arrangements for sending in the missiles in a crisis situation, 

one thing is clear: the Netherlands cannot fully produce such a scenario alone. 


[Bik and Gerritsen] Do you regret that the VVD, as your coalition partner, has begun 
to speak publicly and dismissively about the crisis variant? 
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{Van den Broek] Of course, I regret every plan that the cabinet prevents from hatching, 
but the real political situation calls for both coalition parties to do justice to 

all variants in their comments on them. I have heard both Nijpels and [CDA parlia- 
mentary group leader] De Vries say that it is now up to the cabinet to decide on 

a position, and I subscribe to this with all my heart. 


And indeed, I would like to add that it is remarkable how people are reacting. When 
the crisis variant appeared in the press for the first time, reactions from the Second 
Chamber and the peace movement were initially very negative. After some reflection, 
it is clear that people are now seeing reasons to welcome such a variant, although 

no new facts have emerged. 


[Bik and Gerritsen] Although no new decision has been made by the cabinet, there 
are stories of a recent report by the foreign minister with “arms limitation” as 
its keyword. 


[Van den Broek] We, the ministers most affected, are still busy thinking about this 
and talking about this, internally and externally, and that process will continue, 
so I do not want to go into detaiis here. 


[Bik and Gerritsen] A high-ranking U.S. Government official last Friday expressed 
understanding of the difficult position in which the Netherlands Government finds 
itself. He also said that a Netherlands proposal for the solution of the deployment 
dilemma must meet certain basic requirements. What are these basic requirements? 


[Van den Broek] I do not know precisely what is meant here. But I do not want to 
encourage the impression that the alliance is dictating our decisions on this matter. 
On this point there are subtle differences of view between the allies, with the Ameri- 
cans, perhaps with Craxi, and German Federal Chancellor Kohl has also said a few 
things on the subject. Thus, it is not totally a black and white situation. 


I would say that in the last year the United States has acquired a greater understanding 
of the specific Netherlands situation, of the difficulties which the cabinet considers 
itself to be facing, of the cabinet's aims, and of where we are trying to find this 
balance. If we had simply accepted the two-track decision from them in 1979, they 

could simply come to us now with the message: Netherlands, it is your turn to begin 
active preparations. This is not happening because the Netherlands has already 
expressed its reservations and because people are realizing that the situation here 

is particularly problematical. The limits will have to be decided in new talks 

withour allies. With the crisis variant we overstepped one of then. 


{Bik and Gerritsen] What do you think of Italian Prime Minister Craxi's proposal 
to halt the deployment of cruise missiles in Western Europe if this would lead to 
a resumption of the negotiations with the Soviet Union on limitations on medi:a-range 


missiles in Europe? 


[Van den Broek] A unilateral freeze by NATO that would only make permanent the major 
missile imbalance in Europe cannot lead to bilateral disarmament, but I do not know 
exactly what Craxi was aiming at. Perhaps he meant that for technical reasons there 
are periods in the timetable for cruise missile deployment when no deployments are 
taking place and that you must make the best possible use of such periods. Then 

you could say to the Soviet Union: If we reach an agreement now, further deployments 
can be frozen. It is impossible to have anything against such an approach. 


[Bik and Gerritsen] Defense Minister De Ruiter recently warned against “enforced 
unity” within NATO. 
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{Van den Broek] I took him to mean -- and on this I agree with him — that slavishly 
following NATO would not do anything for the autonomous and sovereign position of 
each member of the alliance. But that is not the same as turning the idea totally 
around and saying: We will primarily make a decision which is feasible in national 
political terms — for me that is going such too far. 


[Bik and Gerritsen] Hcw do you view the chances of a resumption of the negotiations 
with the Soviet Union on nuclear arms limitations in Europe? 


[Van den Broek] The Soviet Union has suffered a clear and unambiguous defeat. The 
Soviet Union's negotiating efforts were directed to the prevention of deployment 

in Western Europe. This deployment has been carried through, as announced in 1979: 
If there is no agreement, we will begin deployment. This political defeat -- the 
Soviets were also hoping for internal disagreements among the allies -- is forcing 
Moscow to reevaluate its position. I know that this will not happen overnight, 
especially when you remember that there have been changes in the Soviet leadership. 
If you then add the prospect of the U.S. elections, then it is most likely that the 
Soviet Union will not appear at the negotiating table very quickly with a totally 
different position, no matter how regrettable this may be. 


[Bik and Gerritsen] In the public debate, factors like foreign policy — such as 
East-West relations and the chance of the resumption of the nuclear arms reduction 
negotiations -- is mentioned less often than domestic policy. 


[Van den Broek] In a week like this one in which the problem has been worrying us 

so much, I would like to say again that people are really only looking at one question: 
Can the Netherlands make a negative deployment decision? There must be discussion 

of the question of what contribution the Netherlands could make to arms limitation. 

If we really feel ourselves bound to the other allies to find a solution for arms 
ligitation and reduction, then there is simply no room for the Netherlands to “go 

it alone.” 


Something else that also strikes me about the public debate is that people are only 
talking about the spread of nuclear arms in the West. But at the time of the NATO 
two-track decision in 1979, the Soviet Union had 440 SS-20 warheads, and now this 
figure has risen to around 1,130. And this is simply not being mentioned. This 
causes us concern -- and this is the view of the whole cabinet -- because such a 
serious disturbance of balance only makes the chance of conflict increase and not 
decrease. That is an element which people are dismissing with the greatest of ease. 


VAN DEN BROEK INTERVIEWED ON MIDEAST TIES 





PM181343 Riyadh AL~JAZIRAH in Arabic 13 May 84 pp 11, 30 


{Interview with Foreign Minister Hans van den Broek by ‘Abd al-Mun'ia ash-Shaman 
in Amsterdam -- date not given] 


(Excerpts! [Ash-Shaman] Arab-Netherlands relations have obviously improved over 
a short period of time. What was the turning point which led to this improvement? 


[Var den Broek] Arab-Netherlands reJacions have clearly been developing over the 
pas. 8 or 10 years. They are still growing and getting stronger. 


I gust here mention the oil crisis in the seventies. We consider that crisis a black 
mark in Arab-Netherlands relations. Nobody can deny that, but I now tell you with 

a smile on ay face that we have learned a lesson from that experience and we have 
been strengthening our ties with the Arab world. 
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Arab-Netherlands relations have been improving since the seventies. Although I have 
only been 2 years in this post, I can say without exaggeration that we have succeeded 
in that we have, since then, been consciously studying Arab problems in depth, espe~ 
cially the problem of the Palestinian people. We have also succeeded in establishing 
a balance between Arab-Netherlands relations and Israeli-Netherlands relations. 


{[Ash-Shaman} You told the Arab delegation which visited the Netherlands in the course 
of its European tour to discuss the possibility of an effective European role in 
connection with the Iran-Iraq war that the Netherlands would ban the export of arms 
to that region. Is that all the Netherlands can do about that war? 


{Van den Broek] First of all, I did tell the delegation that we were anxious to 
prevent the export of arms to that region, whether these arms were Dutch or exported 
via the Netherlands. Second, we are a part of the EEC, which has called for a cease- 
fire. The Security Council made a similar call, but so far these appeals have gone 
unheeded. That war, which has claimed hundreds of thousands of lives, is still gcing 
on. It is difficult to see how the Netherlands or the EEC can help promote a solution 
to end it. 


[Ash-Shaman}] Several newspapers have maintained that if the United States moves 
its embassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem, the Netherlands would be the next state to 
do the same. What is your comment? 


{Van den Broek] That is definitely untrue. The annexation of East Jerusalem was 
the main factor which prompted us to move our embassy to Tel Aviv. I see no political 
reason why we should move it to Jerusalen. 


{Ash-Shaman}] Am I to take this as a confirmation that you will not move your embassy 
to Jerusalem? 


[Van den Broek] Yes. It will not happen. 


[Ash-Shaman] The Netherlands parliament has considered issuing a decision preventing 
Netherlends companies from complying with the boycott laws of some countries. The 
bill in question is totally opposed to the policies of the Arab states, which have 
laws on boycotting Israel. I could cause the Netherlands great embarrassment in 
the Arab world. What are the latest developments regarding that bill, which seems 
to have been frozen with time? Does the Netherlands really intend to implement it? 


{Van den Broek] I first want to say that I very much regret this gross misunderstanding 
over this matter. I can be explained, but we have no time to do that now. However, 

let me give you the following facts: That law is not, as claimed or interpreted, 

a law against the Arab boycott of Israel. It is intended for Netherlands companies, 
meant to force those companies to report any trade boycott measures they may encounter 
in their dealings with any state. I am very sorry that this law is seen as directed 
against the Arab states. 


{[Ash-Shaman}] The Netherlands clearly wants to strengthe: its economic relaticns 
with the Arab states and is in fact succeeding in doing so. On the other hand, some 
obstacles still stand in the way of political accord between the two sides. Since 
the Sabra and Shatila incidents, the Netherlands Government has not taken a positive 
stand on the Middle East question. What is the Netherlands Government's present 
position on the Middle East question? 


{Van den Broek] We support UN Security Council Resolution 242 and we seize every 
opportunity to condemn Israel's violation of that resolution. We have, for example, 
condemned Israel's annexation of the Syrian Golan Heights and the i)legal building 

of settlements in the occupied territories. Regarding the Palestinians, we have 
always, through the EEC Council, supported the Palestinian people's right to autonomy. 
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We hope that the current talks between King Husayn and Yasir ‘Arafat will continue with 
a view to forming a joint delegation for peace negotiations. We also hope to hear in 
the near future about new initiatives by the Saudi Government because, as 1 have already 
said, the Saudi Government applies quiet and effective diplomacy. I here mention King 
Fahbd's peace plan. It is a good plan and we support it. In fact there are quite a 
number of initiatives already. They are sufficient, and there is really no need for 

new initiatives. The main issue is mutual recognition and the Palestinian people's 
right to self-rule and self-determination. 
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GENSCHER INTERVIEWED ON COURSE OF MOSCOW TALKS 





DW221040 Mainz ZDF Television Network in German 1700 GMT 21 May 84 


[Interview with Foreign Minister kKans-Dietrich Genscher by correspondent Dirk Sager 
in the “Heute” Program on 21 May in Moscow -- recorded] 


[Text] [Sager] Mr Foreign Minister, nobody had great expectations with regard to 
this visit, so what is your tentative assessment at the end of the Ist day? 


[Genscher] It turns out that the Soviet leadership, just as we do, attributes consider- 
able significance to German-Soviet rela*ions, also with a view to the situation in 
Europe. Therefore, such a meeting, a frank discussion, is very important so that no 
misunderstandings will be created in difficult international phases regarding 
intentions and aims. Avoiding misunderstzadings and dismantling mistrust is, of 
necessity, a very significant goal of Geraan foreign policy because of our location 

at the crossroads between the West and the East. 


PRESS REVIEWS GENSCHER'S TRIP TO MOSCOW 





DW220833 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in German 0505 GMT 22 May 84 
[From the press review] 


[Text] One of today's topics is Foreign Minister Genscher's visit to the Soviet 
capital. 


FRANKFURTER RUNDSCHAU writes under the headline "Genscher's Disappointments;:" 

Punctually at the beginning of the foreign minister's visit to the Kremlin, Defense 
Minister Dmitriy Ustinov announces in the form of a TASS interview that the USSR will 
remain inflexible in the fields where Genscher wanted to find some flexibility, namely 
in the vitally important question of nuclear weapons control. The USSR wants not only 
to continue its counter-counterarmament as a response to NATO's counterarmament, it 
even wants to intensify it by deploying new missiles in the GDR and stationing a greater 
number of submarines with nuclear missiles along the coasts of the United States. 

That is a fact in the year of the U.S. presidential elections, and Genscher cannot 
change anything about it in his Kremlin talks. 


DIE WELT sees the situation as follows: Gromyko hae embarrassed his guest from Bonn. 
He devoted his toast yesterday during the Moscow luncheon not mainly to German ~-Soviet 
relations, but almost exclusively for launching strong attacks on the United States, 
the main ally of the FRG. Genscher strongly refuted the accusations. However, that 
did not resolve the issue. It clearly shows how much the Soviet leadership is antago- 
nistic at present toward Ronald Reagan. That will naturally handicap Genscher's 
efforts to bridge the current East-West antagonism by trying to get both sides engaged 
in a dialogue. Obviously, his reminder that accusations do not help to make headway 
had as little effect in the Kremlin as his warning not to use the language of 
confrontation. 


NUERNBERGER NACHRICHTEN states: Genscher traveled with empty hands to the Soviet 
capital. . He brought information from Washington that the West will not pay a price 
for the return of the sulking Soviets to the Geneva negotiation cable. On the other 
hand, however, the Soviets do not seen to be prepared to do anything that Reagan 
could exploit as evidence that he had found the right tone to deal with the Kremlin 
leadership despite all the criticism. Chernenko has issued che slogan to pull back 
and cut off. Genscher, who is well versed in interpretations, cannot change anything 
about it even if he vanted to. 
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SUEDKURIER of Konstanz writes: The visit has just begun, but it would be pessimistic 

to say already that Geac cher will achieve nothing, either between the FRG and the Soviet 
Union or between Washington and Moscow. The accompanying music in the party paper, 
PRAVDA, and ir the Army paper, KRASNAYA ZVEZDA, is so loud that no sweet tones can be 
expected. Those responsible in Moscow know very well that their attacks on the FRG 
charging that it is a hotbed of revanchism are widely exaggerated. Yet the impression 
is there that they are prepared for talks, but without giving in a bit. 


LUEBECKER NACHRiCHTEN notes: Genscher's offer that the West is prepared to resume the 
arms control negotiations which were broken off by the Soviets at any place and without 
prerecuisites was countered by Gromyko with the familiar demand that the Wes* must 
first dismantie the missiles newly deployed in Western Europe. By saying this, he 
fully ignores the fact that it was the Soviet Union's own stepped up armaments campaign 
that prompted NATO in 1979 to make its two-track decision -- to negotiate first and 
counterarm only if the talks failed. In the 4 years 1979-1983 the United States has 
not deployed one single missile in Western Europe, while the Soviet Union despite its 
$S-20 missile superiority in 1979, deployed during the Geneva negotiations almost 
every week another nuclear missile of that type. The Soviets have left the negotiating 
tables; they mest now return if they really want to achieve controlled disarmament, as 
they clain. 


FRANKFURTER ALLGEMEINE states the following in its editorial: Genscher clearly said 
to Gromyko that there will be no cuts in Western counterarmamert, and he refuted the 
accusations voiced against the FRC. That is good! One could do even more, namely ask 
the Soviet Union when it would stop the war in Aighanistan, when it would close its 
camps for political prisoners, dating from Stalin's rule, where once countless people 
from many European nations had died. 


SAERR URGES GOVERNMENT TO HALT MiSSILE DEPLOYMEN~’ 





LD210837 Hamburg DPs in German 0604 GMT 21 May 84 


[Text] Cologne, 21 May (DPA) — Egon Bahr, the SPD's disarmament expert, has asked 
the Federal Government to support a halt to the further deployment of NATO nuclear 
and medium-range missiles. Bahr said on Westdeutscher Rundfunk (WDR) today that the 
Soviet Union would then follow suit and also stop the deployment of more missiles. 
The SPD politician referred to remarks wade by Czechoslovak Foreign Minister Chnoupek, 
who had told him after the latest foreign minsters' conference of the Warsaw Pact 
states that the Soviet Union would join such a halt. The SID politician said that 
together with the other non-nuclear European states -- espcially Italy -- Bonn could 
force a halt in NATO deployment. Bahr expressed his bitterness and anger that the 
spiral of missile deployment, apparent from the start, and caused by the deployment 
of American medium-range and cruise missiles, had not been -temmed and had now led 

to a greater number of Soviet nuclear submarines off the American coast. However, the 
Federal Republic is threatened especially by the new Soviet SS-22 missiles sited in 
the GDR which would reach any target in the federal Republic within 90 seconds. 


PRESS REVIEWS NATO'S SPRING CONFERENCE 


DW121005 Cologne Deutschlanifunk Network in German 0505 GMT 18 May 84 


[From the press review] 


[Text] NEVE OSNABRUECKER ZEITUNG's editorial deals with the NATO conference and says: 
Even a dressed up communique cannot conceal the fact that hardly ever before has there 
been so much disagreement at a NATO conference as at the defense ministers’ meeting 


in Brussels. 
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The course of this spring meeting is rcason enough to give some thought to future 
cooperation and the approach of individual member-states to partnership. This applies 
to the Europeans, who interpret the division of commitments differently and who let 
themselves to some degree be increasingly directed by national egotism; it also applies 
to relations with the United States, which has to learn to understand that the 
Europeans’ increased striving for independence must be viewed as an opportunity to 
enliven the alliance. 


RHEINPFALZ of Ludwigshafen notes: The NATO defense ministers meeting brought delayed 
satisfaction to the peace movement and all of its adherents. Although they were unable 
to prevent the implementation of NATO's counterarmament by unconditionally character- 
izing any kind of nuclear retaliation as evil, they have moved the West's military 
defense to a point where it is becoming too expensive. Since the nuclear threshold has 
been raised increasingly higher in consideration of the growing number of opponents 

of nuclear weapons, it has become necessary to develop conventional defenses. For 

a long time, the Soviets have held quantitative as well as qualitative superiority in 
this area. Naturally, the West can balance this, but only at an increasingly higher 
price. This price was the subject of discussion at the defense ministers’ meeting 

in Brussels. 


BADISCHE ZEITUNG of Freiburg draws the following conclusion: This spring meeting of 
the NATO defense ministers took place under an unfavorable star. First, the dispute 
over the reason for extending deployment of intermediate-range nuclear weapons in West 
Europe is still not over. Second, the excessive financial demands by the United 
States contribute to discord. The fact that the latter point affects above of all the 
CDU/CSU-FDP government in Bonn, which wants to avoid quarrels with Washington, shows 
that good will alone is not always enough when dealing with the leading power in the 
alliance. 


TALKS HELD WITH GDR IN PROTECTING ENVIRONMENT 





DW181119 [Editorial Report] Hamburg ARD Television Network in German in its 
"Tagesthemen" program at 2030 GMT on 17 May carries a Peter Merseburger videotaped 
report from the GDR on the visit of Bavarian Environmental Affairs Minister Dick to 
the Thuringian forest. Merseburger's camera focuses on the entourage of the Bavarian 
minister and of his GDR counterpart, Hans Reichelt, as they stand in a forest clearing 
and listen to a report by Obeclandforstmeister Behnisch, who describes the extent of 
flue gas damage to forests as follows: "The Bad Gottleuba forestry area comprises 
5,300 hectares, as I said. Of these, about 2,000 hectares are moreor less strongly 
affected by smoke. Naturally, this is subject to changes; we are in the process of 
updating our records, for instance, by aerial photography." 


Merseburger then goes on to show a tree nursery where the GDR seeks to cultivate new 
and more resistant types of woods. During a visit to the Tharandt forestry section 

of the Dresden Technical College, Dick and Reichelt inspect experimental fields on 
which various types of trees are exposed to gas, revealing that some strains are flue 
gas resistant whereas others perish. Minister Dick is then seen with his GDR counter- 
part, Reichelt, as he sums up his impressions, terming the work at Tharandt "exemplary" 
and reporting that "something similar is being set up at present in Neuherberg in 
Munich. In this stage of research, however, Tharandt is clearly in the lead." 
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SPD HOLDS PARTY CONGI.ESS IN ESSEN 17 MAY 





Vogel Criticizes Government 
LD171759 Hamburg DPA in German 1534 GMT 17 May 84 


[Excerpt] Essen, 17 May (DPA) -- According to its leader, Hans-Jochen Vogel, the 
SPD parliamentary group has mastered its transfer to an opposition role. In his 
report to the SPD party congress in Essen on Thursday, Vogel said that the deputies 
had recognized that the work in opposition also offered the chance of stock-taking 
and renewal. Vogal affirmed the aim of regaining government responsibilities in 
Bonn. 


Vogel sharply criticized the Federal Government. The Bonn coalition was in a state 

of rapidly advancing decay, he said. Its leading men were misusing their power by 
slandering one another. Vogel recalled the involvement of Economics Minister Graf 
Otto Lambsdorf (FDP) in the Flick affair and the role of Defense Minister Manfred 
Woerner (CDU) in the Kiessling affair. “A state goes to pieces if it does not have 

the strength to uncover and remove such areas of putrefaction. And a state decays 

if politicians [words indistinct] to create special rights for themselves, the powerful 
and the influential,” continued the opposition leader, referring to the amnesty law 

-- withdrawn by the coalition -- for tax evasion in connection with donations to 
political parties. 


The CDU/CSU and FDP plans had failed against a ground swell of resistance and outrage, 
said Vogel. “The feeling for law and the democratic spirit of our people have won 
a battle here.” 


The parliamentary group chairman accused the government and the parliamentary majority 
of pursuing a reactionary policy behind a “smoke screen of vague cliches, deliberately 
misleading statements, and aggressive polemics.” For example, they spoke of “creating 
peace with fewer and fewer weapons,” but at the same time fostered an increasingly 
unbridled arms race. It was also reactionary to remain “inactive” towards the highest 
unemployment since the founding of the Federal Republic and at the same time “to 
unleash a massive power struggle against the trade unions.” 


The one-sided support for the employers in the current wage clashes was “a piece 

of class struggle from above, such as the Federal Republic had not experienced in 
so naked a form since 1949." Moreover, a government had seldom in the course of 
one and a half years flouted the requirements of social justice so ruthlessly as 
the government under Chancellor Helmut Kohl. Vogel promised the support of the SPD 
for the policy on Germany and for serious efforts to overcome the European crisis. 


Arms Race Appeal Issued 
LD191038 Hamburg DPA in G-rman 0931 GMT 19 May 84 


[Excerpts] Essen, 19 May (DPA) -- The SPD has appealed to the superpowers to end 
confrontation in arms policy and to quickly start negotiations with the objective 
of a security partnership between East and West. This requires a new concept to 
gradually turn nuclear deterrance into a defensive conventional arms structure. 


A draft policy document, amended by motions from the leftwing of the party, was debated 
by the SPD party congress in Essen today, and suggests that “conventional stability 

at as low a level as possible” be found between NATO and the Warsaw Pact. “Long- 

term structural inability to attack” must be the objective of all efforts. 
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In principle, the SPD recognizes that the Federal Republic remains “politically and 
militarily bound up within the European Community and within NATO.” However, the 
security interests of the European alliance partners can be guaranteed only if the 
Europeans formulate clearly and introduce their concepts within the alliance. 


Bahr Calls for Arms Reduction 
LD190901 Hamburg DPA in German 0722 GMT 19 May 84 


[Text] Essen, 19 May (DPA) -- SPD disarmament expert Egon Bahr has called on Federal 
Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher (FDP) to sound out, during his visit to Moscow, 
the possibilities of an agreement between the Soviet Union and United States about 
slowing down the deployment of new missiles. Speaking at today's SPD party congress 
in Essen, Bahr reminded the Federal Government of its promise that it wants to create 
peace by reducing the number of arms. 


However, so far the Federal Government has presented itself as a “coalition of arms 
build-up,” Bahr said. The two superpowers, the United States and the USSR, are on 
a “course of confrontation.” For this reason, the Federal Government has to adopt 
initiatives for new disarmament negotiations. The East is prepared for an agreement 
with the West on a sutual missile deployment stop. 


As a way out of the present “impasse,” Bahr once again called for a security partnership 
between East and West. In addition, the Western alliance requires a new defense 
strategy “which, via a nuclear-free corridor, dismantles the dependence on tactical 
nuclear weapons, counting increasingly on a conventional defense capability.” However, 
the raising of the nuclear threshold should not be turned into a “tranquillizer” 

used to make the acquisition of more conventional weapons “palatable and digestible.” 
The nuclear arms race should not be accompanied by a new conventional arms race, 

Bahr said in his keynote speech on the strategy of the Atlantic alliance. 


NATO Defense Policy Discussed 
DW211153 Mainz ZDF Television Network in German 1700 GMT 19 May 84 


{From the "Heute" newscast] 


[Excerpts] The Federal Republic's incorporation in the Western defense alliance 

is uncontested in the new SPD concept of security policy. However, there is a pre- 
requisite that the Europeans clearly articulate their views within NATO. This is 
what disarmament expert Bahr said at the SPD congress in Essen. He introduced the 
concept on security policy, which, however, is to be finally adopted 2 years from 
now. Bahr said that it is politically important to achieve a peace order based on 

a security partnership between East and West. NATO must develop a new strategy mili- 
tarily, Bahr said, adding that the West must proceed from the concept of nuclear 
deterrence to a strong conventional offensive [as heard] force. Bahr warned against 
falsely assessing the raising of the nuclear threshold in the interim period. 


[Begin Bahr recording] The raising of the nuclear threshold must not become a sedative 
intended to make a new conventional armament palatable and digestible to the people. 
[applause] We want a strategy that will increasingly reduce dependence on tactical 
nuclear weapons through denuclearization and that will increasingly rely on conventional 
defensive capabilities which make conventional risks too great for the enemy. This 

is the yardstick to be applied in judging new proposals. This also applies to NATO's 
political statement being prepared for its Washington meeting. [end recording] 

















VII. 22 May 84 J 6 FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY 


Speaking on behalf of the party's left wing, executive board member Eppler calied 

the security policy concept a signal. He welcomed the consensus of the party congress 
on the need for efforts to achieve limitation and reduction of arms costs. This 

is necessary, particularly in view of the growing misery in and indebtedness of the 
third world. In his speech, SPD Presidium member Wischnewski criticized U.S. Central 
America policy. He said verbatim: We must with all clarity condemn the Reagan 
administration. Earlier, SPD chief Brandt demonstratively thanked Nicaraguan Minister 
Schmidt Guarde [name and title as heard] for his speech. Schmidt Guarde had asked 
the SPD to come out more strongly than previously against what he called Reagan's 
aggressive imperialist policy. 


Brandt Reelected SPD Chairman 
LD201024 Hamburg DPA in German 1012 GMT 20 May 84 


[Excerpt] fssen, 20 May (DPA) -- SPD Chairman Willy Brandt, after 20 years in office, 
has been reelected chairman for another 2 years. At the Essen party congress, Brandt 
today received 391 of the 422 valid votes, 19 delegates voted against him, and there 
were 12 abstentions. 


Press Reviews Congress 
DW211233 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in German 0505 (MT 21 May 84 
(From the press review] 
[Text] Among the main topics today is the SPD national congress in Essen. 


SEUDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG writes: A retrospective look at old predictions always proves 
to be informative. What were the dramatic developments predicted for the SPD when 
the collapse of the Social-Liberal coalition was imminent? The condition of the 

SPD at its first regular national congress after the change of power is, so to speak, 
impossible to forecast. The party plugs along in a more or less stable manner. 

It is hard to get big ships off course, as Peter Glotz put it. This impression cannot 
conceal the fact that there is a lot of activity above, and particularly below, deck. 
Some of this activity is aimless and some of it planned. Because of some changes, 
the old schemes of right and left no longer apply. However, this has aot eliminated 
the contradictions within the SPD, which seem to be somewhat more complicated and 
paradoxical. The party's uncertainty stems partly from change that the FDP will 

not be present in the 1987 Bundestag and the CDU-CSU union will fail to achieve an 
absolute majority, and the possibility that the SPD will not be popular for very 

long. Under such conditions one ought to strengthen what one has. The correct predic- 
tion can only be made after the fact. 


RHEINISCHE POST of Duesseldorf states: The Essen SPD congress did not create a spirit 
of resurgence. The congress was characterized by an analysis of its own situation 
after losing power in Bonn, by the uncertain search for its own position, and by 
Brandt's looking everywhere for voters. The SPD's separation from Helmut Schmidt 

and his political course is clear; almost everything else remains open. 


FRANKFURTER RUNDSCHAU says: The SPD has a new executive board. The delegates’ 
decisions about personnel on Sunday afternoon can be called impressive. The election 
of the executive board demonstrates the change the party has undergone. After the 
retreat of Helmut Schmidt and the corresponding loss of the conservative wing's 
significance, it is younger people who are primarily making headway -- people you 
could say who bear the party's hopes. These are experienced leftist people who for 
years bitterly protested the course of the party and who have been somewhat worn 

out in practical politics in the meantime. 
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MITTERRAND DISCUSSES MOSCOW VISIT, EAST-WEST TIES 





PM191907 Paris LE MONDE in French 17 May 84 pp 1, 4 


[Special correspondent Claire Trean disyatcn: "Mr ‘itterrand Justifies Dialogue 
With USSR; Head of State Hints He Will Plead for Defense of Human Rights in Moscow"] 


[Text] Oslo -- East-West relations .ind the pruspects for the French president's 
possible trip to Moscow somewhat eclipsed bilateral issues during the press 
conference Mr Mitterrand gave in Oslo Tuesday, 15 May. The head of state's 
remarks gave hardly any details on the preparations for this trip. But they were 
very clearly aimed at allaying certain questions about the advisability of such 

a trip at a time when there are numerous signs of a hardening of the Soviet 
position and when the West is outraged over the fate in store for Andrey Sakharov. 


As if to further emphasize this intention, the president formulated certain questions 
himself without waiting to be asked them: Why goto Moscow now? What attitude is 
Paris taking on human rights violations in the USSR? 


On the second point, that of the dissident academic, he replied in substance and 
quite calmly: Trust me. "Our concept of human rights does not vary according to 
latitude or circumstance. People in Washington yesterday and perhaps in Moscow 
tomorrow know that and they will continue to know that." 


And the president added that he is not given to "hiding his colors" on his travels. 
He recalled that hundreds of people (the figure is nearer 1,000, he says) have been 
freed thanks to French Government action. "It is primarily," he added, "a question 
of method. The method is knowing what is most useful for obtaining these people's 
freedom." In other words, there are things which go without saying and which would 
go less well if made public. There is a sort of diplomacy which gains from being 
practiced in the dark. 


Mr Mitterrand did not mention Sakharov's name. 


The president of the republic proffered no details on how advanced his plans for a 
trip to the USSR are or on its date. He explained that while Andropov was alive 
he had been informed of Moscow's "desire to offer an invitation," that he had 
never been opposed to such a meeting “once French policy is clear," and finally 
that an invitation, to be an invitation, "needs to be firmed up," but that for 

the time being it has not beenand could not be except by common agreement between 
the two countries. He has thus neither quashed nor confirmed reports that the trip 
will take place during the second half of June. 





On the other hand, Mr Mitterrand set out quite clearly on several occasions on 
Tuesday just what in his eyes justifies the idea of such a trip, despite the 
hardening of the Soviet positions, and recalled his analysis of the international 
situation. The initial phase in East-West tension ended in November 1983 with the 
installation of the first Pershing II and cruise missiles in certain European 


countries. 





"It was logical," the president of the republic said, "for the second phase to begin 
with a hardening of attitudes. Dialogue, however, remains necessary, both partners 
are convinced of that. But they are taking shortcuts, of which this hardening of 
the Soviet position is an example. This second phase is intermediate and in my 
opinion ought to last until the U.S. election. But it must lead into a third phase. 
When? How? It is no bad thing, in the intervening pesiod, for there to be a certain 
number of contacts making it possible to evaluate the new political, military, and 


even strategic reality." 
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An equilibrium between opposing forces, a quest for equilibrium at the lowest possible 
level, and the reestablishment of dialogue are the principles which guide and will 
continue to guide the French Government. Here again the message is the same as on 
human rights: On security questions, France speaks the same language in Washington, 
Bonn, or Moscow. And in Oslo too, where it has encountered very broad understanding 
on these questions from the center right government. 


A New Eiffel Tower 


Both Norwegians and French wanted the theme of this trip to be industrial modernization 
and high technology. That is why the trip's only visit to a company was to the 
laboratories of the Norske Veritas Foundation, which has specialized for more than a 
century in the field of ships and more recently in that of oil rigs. 


Norske, a subsidiary of a French company set up in 1928, is simultaneously a_ symbol 
of French-Norwegian cooperation and an example of modernity. In the past 5 years 

it has invested 375 million kroner in research and development. The president of 

the republic, who was accompanied by Mr Mexandeau and Mr Fillioud, opened a symposium 
on data transmission organized jointly by the post office and the Norwegian Tele- 
communications Company. 


There were just as many gestures expressing the desire on both sides for the already 
long-standing and fruitful cooperation between the two countries in the field of 
hydrocarbons (Elf-Aquitaine and Total have been involved in drilling for North Sea 

oil for nearly 20 years) to develop and extend to other high technology sectors. 

The best evidence of the Norwegians’ openness was provided by Norske's director general 
in his tribute to the French effort for technological development. "The Eiffel Tower 
was in its time a symbol of French ambitions," he declared. "I have the impression 
that France today is about to build an Eiffel tower in several technical areas. Data 
transmission is one, telecommunications and deep sea technology are another." 


Interviewed on European Security 
AB181520 Paris Diplomatic Information Service in French 1100 GMT 18 May 84 


[Interview with President Francois Mitterrand by unidentified Swedish television 
correspondent in Paris on 11 May] 


[Excerpts] [Correspondent] We would like to begin with a question which is 
increasingly preoccupying public opinion in Europe: the problem of our security and 
of peace. France continues with a policy based on nuclear dissuasion. Does this 
policy imply that there exists a potential threat in Europe and is this really the only 
possible policy for France? 


(Mitterrand) If we did not have this conviction, we would not have adopted this 
policy because we hope for disarmament and I am totally opposed to the development 
of atomic weapons. France has developed a powerful nuclear weapons force for 
dissuasion because there exist other weapons in the possession of the superpowers, 
particularly on the European Continent, and this represents a virtual danger, in any 
case for my country's security and independence. 


I say virtual because I do not credit anyone with a bellicose intention; but I know 
that France must be in a position to defend itself because other people have arms. 
We in France will always associate ourselves with efforts to achieve disarmament. 
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I inherited a nuclear force set up ‘n France 25 years ago and our entire defense 
system -- our Army -- is organized around the strategic force cf dissuasion. This 
means that if we happen to los» it, we would no longer have a veritable deferse 
systen. 


[Correspondent] Mr President, the first step toward nuclear disarmament would be to 
stop nuclear tests completely. Is France prepared to stop these tests? 


[Mitterrand] If the others act in this way, we are prepared to examine this question. 


[Correspondent] Only in that case? 


{Mitterrand} But one cannot compare the density of the French nuclear strength with 
that of the United States or the Soviet Union. They cannot be compared. There are 
9,000 nuclear warheads in the United States and between 9,000 and 10,000 in the 
Soviet Union. France has 98 and Great Britain 64. Do people want us to be the 

first to renounce these? Let us be serious about this. 


[Correspondent] Mr President, what do you think about the balance in the Scandinavian 
countries and the proposal that northern Europe should be a nuclear-free zone? 


(Mitterrand) I am generally in favor of nuclear-free zones and I have supported such 
projects in many parts and regions of the world and particularly in the Indochinese 
peninsula. 


[Correspondent] The concept of neutralism seems to have a negative implication in 
French discussions. Do you consider it negative, Mr President? 


[Mitterrand] I do not take neutralism for neutrality. Several forms of neutrality 
exist in Europe. There is neutrality resulting from a lost war. This is a case of 
Austria; and there is neutrality adopted in all sovereignty by other countries. 
This is the case of Switzerland and Sweden. These countries have the right to 
choose neutrality. As far as I am concerned, I have a lot of sympathy for the 
bloc of nonaligned countries in the world and I am not at all displeased to see 
people trying to escape from the infernal idea of an Eastern bloc opposed to a 
Western bloc. 


Neutralism has quite another significance. Neutralism is a political philosophy. 


(Correspondent] It seems that we are in a situation where East-West relations are 
again deteriorating. 


[Mitterrand] Yes, they are worsening. 


(Correspondent] Is it, therefore, not necessary for the European countries to avoid 
becoming victims? 


[Mitterrand] Of course. 


[Correspondent] Would it then be possible for one to find in Europe a third path 
between the two blocs? 
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(Mitterrand) There are all sorts of attempts and there are many EEC countries which 
are wondering why we should not find ways of ensuring ows independence by creating a 
common security system. It is a project that I consider .egitimate and even necessary. 
There is no reason why Europe should persist in the state of division in which the 
last world war placed it. [Passage indistinct] This is an unhealthy situation. There 
is no doubt about it. As a European, I would wish that other Europeans would agree 
with the French to develop an autonomous defense system. But one must take the 
present reality into consideration. It can be changed. It must be changed. But the 
present reality is that we are still in the Europe of Yalta. The terms I use are 

not very correct historically but this is how we understand the situation. This being 
the situation, I think that one cannot come out of it without immense disruptions 

and without increasing the risk of conflicts. Therefore, the problem must be 
approached with a lot of wisdom. 


[Correspondent] Let us now talk about anvther very important subject: the economic 
crisis. You recently presented an industrial modernization plan. Mr President, it 
seems that as far as you are concerned, France's future as an advanced industrial 
nation is at stake. Is thai so? 


{(Mitterrand] I would like my country to have a stronger position in the international 
market and even the French market. For this, it is necessary for us to have industries 
that can sell their products with quality and at prices acceprable to their clients. 

If so many French citizens are buying foreign goods -- and it’..s seriously affects our 
trade balance -- it is because they cannot find these goods in France at better prices. 
Some of our industries have become very great exporters because they made the effort 

to modernize themselves arid to have high quality products at reasonable prices. 


In the fields of telecommunications, nuclear power stations, aeronautics, auto- 
mobiles, locomotives, helicopters, and many other fields including space, France is 
very much ahead of many countries. But this is sot the case in too many other field,. 
Therefore, I must organize my country so that at the end of this century and the 
beginning of the next, it may remain one of the great countries of the world as the 
French people have made it. This is ne‘ther ambition, arrogance, nor a desire to be 
powerful; we simply want to live and live as well as possible, to develop our arts 
and culture, and to have a moral authority in the world. All this is based on a 
reality or a political power which very much depends on the quality of industries. 


It is difficult to do this because this causes suffering. But I know that I am 

doing what I should. If I do not do it, there will be further calamity and suffering. 
I am thinking about the French workers on whom my political action is partly based 
and who may find themselves adversely affected by the decisions the government is 
obliged to make in fields such as the iron and steel industry, the shipbuilding 
industry, the coal mining industry, the textile industry, and many others. The 
workers must be trainec for the professions of the future. This is very important. 


[Correspondent] What role can private initiative play in this industrial modernization? 
(Mitterrand] In France, private initiative plays an important role. 


[Correspondent] But at the same time the problem of unemployment is perhaps getting 
worse. Are you in favor of reducing working hours to reduce unemployment? 


{Mitterrand] First of all, unemployment is a tragic but general phenomenon. It 
exists in all industrialized countries. France is far from being the worst affected 
country although we have too much unemployment. 











ee 
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It is difficult te -educe unemployment without the growth of the economy, and our 
growth rate is too weak. This is why I am trying to modernize our industries in order 
to accelerate growth. 


[Correspondent] It is a fact that as president of the Republic of France, you command 
power which I consider greater than that of many heads of state or government in 
democratic countries. 


[Mitterrand] Yes, of all democratic countries it is the president of the Republic of 
France who has the most power. 


[Correspondent] Are you happy about this? 


[Mitterrand] Sir, I voted against this as a parliamentarian and as a citizen. This 
was what the majority of the French wanted. I am a democrat and I accepted it. 


Interviewed on Economic Policy 
PM181202 Paris LIBERATION in French 10 May 84 pp 2-7 


[Interview with President Francois Mitterrand by Serge July on 10 May — place not 
given] 


[Excerpts] The Economic Challenge 


[July] Back in 1981 the opposition predicted economic collapse in the short term. 

It was obviously mistaken. Since 1982 you have implem-sted a stringency policy which 
was first exclusively financial and, for the past few months, industrial too. It is 
now 10 May 1984, 3 years have g a2 by since your election, and positive verdicts 
alternate with pessimistic ones on the economic situation. Some signs are encouraging, 
others much less so. Especially unemployment. The result of this is that opinion's 
skepticism over your ability to overcome the crisis remains almost intact, whereas 
your majority is in complete disarray. As you optimistic or pessimistic about the 
economic situation? 


(Mitterrand) The prevailing skepticism over the chances of any economic policy, 

and I mean any policy, succeeding has existed for nearly 10 years. It affected and 
then eliminated the previous majority. It is affecting the present majority. There 
is an explanation for this: Opinion has grown weary of waiting to see "the light 

at the end of the tunnel,” as it was formerly rashly promised -- an illusicn which we 
ourselves have not cast off sufficiently. It wants to judge on the evidence. And 

I think it is right. 


You ask me whether I am optimistic or pessimistic. Honest optimism is based on the 
fact that most of the conventional parameters which enable the experts to assess 
the development of an economic situation are better now than they were during the 
first part of my presidential term, and better than during the previous 7-year term. 
Look at what is happening with inflation, foreign trade, and industrial investment. 





We inherited 14 percent inflation in 1981. According to the National Institute of 
Statistics and Economic Studies’ [INSEE] forecasts we will have reduced it in 3 
fiscal years to a rate of 6.5 percent, the target being 5 percent, which is by far 
the lowest level since 1971. In 1980 there was a Fr6l billion foreign trade deficit. 
I think that it will be less than Fr25 billion this year, and that (still according 
to INSEE) we will achieve a balance next year. This is primarily due to the 
remarkable efforts made by our exporters. 
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As for industrial investnent, it has finally recovered: There is expected to be 
an 11 percent increase in 1984, That has not happened in 10 years. In short, France 
is on the move amd is beginning to look straight ahead. 


Honest pessimism is based on the increase in the for ign debt, the scale of our imports, 
high (but falling) inflation, the low growth rate (i : in 1981 and 1982 we had the 
highest in Europe). I view these problems with the gvavity they deserve, and I do not 
underestimate the obstacles to be overcome. However, we are capable of paying the debt. 
The mere fact of restoring a foreign trade balance will entirely change the trend. 

Aside from that, we are working energetically to correct our economy's structural faults. 


Am I optimistic or pessimistic? I will merely reply: I do what I must. 


[July] Nonetheless, in the eyes of left-wing voters, there has been a change in the 
government's concerns. In 1981 you were the anti-unemployoent candidate. During 
your debate with Giscard you made this remark to your opponent: "Your policy means 

2.5 million unemployed in 1985 under Francois Mitterrand who was elected in 1981. 
However, Pierre Mauroy'’s goverment has not stinted in their efforts in this sphere. 
How can you explain this change in priorities? And what is the reason for it, an error 
of jucgment in 1981, a worsening of the crisis, or other factors? 


(Mitterrand) The crisis has certainly lasted longer than most experts predicted in 
1981. And the obsolescence of our industrial apparatus in important sectors such as 
heavy industry or textile was much worse than we thought before we were in government. 


Thus we have to wage the battle on several fronts. 


The struggle against unemployment is one of those fronts. By basing our action 
on vocational training -- 800,000 workers will go on training courses this year -- in 
other words by preparing men and women for the trades of the future, where employment 


is being created, we are combating unemployment. We are struggling against unemployment 
by modernizing industry to win new markets. 


Initially, this presupposes painful reorganization -- I am thinking of the steel industry. 
But have we the right to allow people to think that jobs will be saved where they are 
bound to be lost if we merely subsidize enterprises that are no longer competitive? 
Social flexibility and technological modernization are the two keys for overcoming the 
crisis. 


[July] The stringency policy has become common parlance, so to speak. It may have been 
forgotten that the word stringency denotes an attitude, a kind of behavior. What are 
you trying to demonstrate by this behavior? Are you trying to take up the challenge 

of the efficient management of the economy? If so why? 


[Mitterrand] Stringency is not an end in itself, but simply a means of weathering 
the storm. I am trying to convince the French people that it is necessary to grit 
your teeth when you want to win a difficult battle. I must add that stringency 
only has a point, in other words can only mobilize the nation's determination, if it 
is fairly distributed among the various levels of society. It is certainly a matter 
of courage, but it is alec a matter of justice. 


In the final analysis the country will recognize that the left in government brings not 
only greater social equity -- which nobody disputes ~- but also greater economic 
efficiency than the righ. 
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This will change the French --ople's judgment of it radically and not, as is all too 
often the case, in a superficial way. So, rest assured, the conditions for a real 
democratic alternative will be created. Instead of winning power once or twice every 
50 years, as a result of short-lived bouts of dissatisfaction, the left will be seen 
as the permanent guarantee of good government for the country. And since its project 
and its values will mean that it will continue to be much more than that, its influence 
will last. 


[July] The more skeptical opinion is on this subject, the more radical you seem to grow 
in your commitment to "stringency." Why? 


[Mitterrand] I want to modernize France with social justice. Producing, selling - 
those products, and increasing our resources the better to distribute the legitimate 
profit from them requires an unshakable will. It is impossible to reform a country's 
structures and reduce the injustices and privileges, which have been firmly rooted 

for almost 200 years, without constant effort. 





[July] What is your economic timetable? Are you aiming at an improvement for 
1986, in the hope that your demonstration of the left's management capabilities will then 
pay off? 


(Mitterrand) Our policy aims to reduce inflation this year so that the gap between 
France and Germany (this is the most meaningful comparison) is no more than 2 percentage 
points. The scale of this effort can be gauged by noting that the smallest gap 

recorded in recent years was 5.5 points in 1976. 


This will put our trade and currency on a sounder footing. The 1984 improvement wil! 
make possible a considerable return to growth in 1985 -- a growth which will itself 

bend the unemployment graph i the right direction. Next year the reduction in compulsor: 
contributions, combined with the resumption of industrial investment and various fiscal 
measures now being studiec, will give new impetus to production and innovation. 


At the end of that same year, 1985, most of the recently nationalized industrial enterprise 
will be making a profit (apart from one, they were not when they were in the private 
sector less than 2 years ago). Aside from other advantages, this will ease the burden 
on the state budget. The improvement, however, cannot be economic alone. It must 
necessarily be accompanied by a social policy of redistribution, work sharing, re- 
sponsibilities, and profit. Thus the socialist-led government will have shown that 

it was capable of mastering the economic crisis and perservering in its task of changing 
our society. This policy will certainly benefit the country. I hope it will benefit 
the majority, without disregarding the fact that there is another stringency, an im- 
placable kind, the stringency of passing time. At all events there is no short cut for 
somebody who is aware of his duty to France and, if I may add, to socialism. 








[July] The stringency policy has not been and is not a “disgression:" All observers 
agree that it is operating like a kind of cultural revolution. Can it be said that you 
have succeeded in reconciling France and the enterprise, France and the taste for 
enterprise, and that only the left was capable of bringing about this "revolution?" 


[Mitterrand] I must stress that the stringency policy is a disgression: It will 

be implemented for as long as.it takes for our work and production methods and our social 
relations to be finally modernized to give France every opportunity in the very tough 
world-wide competition. This great national ambition is ours: being or not being 

a country which counts, which controls its own destiny, and is capable of influencing 
the choices on which the planet's future depends. 
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Is it a revolution to give the French the taste for enterprise? They must simply grow 
accustomed to regarding enterprise as a whole and not as the concern of an individual 
or several people -- those with capital. 


Enterprise gust also be freed from the administrative constraints, which strangle and 
exhaust it. Who will be shocked by that? The workers will approve of what we are 
doing if they observe in their daily lives that they have more freedom, responsibility, 
more jobs, and a greater share of the profit. From this viewpoint, there is still a 
great deal to be done. This is particularly true of the implementation of the Auroux 
laws. I hope the government will make greater efforts in this sphere. 


[July] Modernization, enterprise, innovation, competitiveness, risk, initiative, profit, 
and so forth — you have been hammering home these ideas in your speeches for almost 

l year. Since this is the language of economic liberalism, there is complete disarray 
among your 1981 voters who no longer recognize the language of the Socialist plan 

which emerged from the 1981 congress. Hence the feeling that you have no plan other 
than liberalism. Is this true? If not, what is the plan for society you are proposing 
to the French people in 1984? 


[Mitterrand] I recognize here the systematic questioning of intentions dear to some 
circles. Are the terms modernization, enterprise, innovation, and so forth right-wing 
terms? This is a ridiculous idea! The right did not encourage initiative or success- 
fully bring about innovation. These terms are just as much left-wing terms when they 
are combined with those of freedom, responsibility, planning, public sector, and 
redistribution of profits and power. The Metz sccialist plan and the theme of my canm- 
paign are in no way inconsistent with this assertion. I refer you to the documents. 
Please let us abandon these caricatures. In fact we have established a society with 
a mixed economy in which the private and public sectors coexist by definition. Our 
plan for society is the same one which I proposed to the French people in 1981 on the 
Socialists’ behalf. Now I am being asked to achieve in 3 years what should take 7 
years. This is too much. I am fighting the theory and practice of “economic 
liberalism," which is a deception. I reject collectivism, which is a trap. I have 
been accused in turn of keeping my promises too much and of not keeping them enough. 
This twofold attack would reassure me, if I needed reassurance. 


[July] Is this mixed economy society the French brand of socialism? And, in this con- 
nection, why has the word socialism disappeared from your discussions? It has appeared 
just once in | year, in your interview to PARIS MATCH. Does it have a negative 
connotation? 


(Mitterrand) The French brand of socialism is something infinitely broader than the 
economy, be it mixed or not. Economic issues, which many people abuse, will eventually 
destroy higher values by dint of occupying the whole stage. I talk little about 
socialism, for the reason I have just mentioned, because I now talk in the name of the 
whole of France. But, since you are giving me an opportunity to do so, alloy me to 
say that I am very proud to be the second Socialist president of the French Republic, 
and the first elected by the people. That is my commitment. I stand by it and I do 
not give a damn about the “connotation” -- which is not as negative as all that. 


Social Sphere 


[July] In domestic policy, your complete commitment to the conduct of economic affairs 
tends to relegate social issues to second place. 
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Many people in the majority claim that you have no social plan. In 1981 unemployment 
was the main concern, it is no longer. There has been a change in priorities. And this 
change is one of the causes of the disarray among your supporters. So, do you think 
that this is right and that it is the price to be paid for industrial modernization 

ané the demonstration of the left's administrative capabilities? 


[Mitterrand] It is rather paradoxical to hear vou criticize me for putting “social 
issues in second place” when the opposite criticism was leveled at me for 2 years. We 
have stepped up the social answers to unemployment -- retirement age, reduction in the 
work week, union contracts, massive vocational training, increase in family allowances. 
We are planning others which will seek, in particular, to promote work sharing. 


I have always said: “There will be no national recovery unless there is first social 
justice.” I have not changed my opinion. We will continue to promote solidarity with- 
out confusing what is desirable with what is possible. In this respect it is absolutely 
essential to maintain the level of social protection. The balance of social accounts 
gives us the means to do so. 


Now, a point which I hold dear to my heart: Unemployment is still my main concern. I 
cannot resign myself to the increase in the number of unemployed. I can see what a 
tragedy unemployment is for its victims. I understand the anxiety they feel in the 
face of a situation which affects them and for which they are not responsible. 


But I observe that each time decisions on modernization have been postponed, it has 
led to the loss of markets in France itself. How many enterprises have closed their 
doors because they were no ionger in the race, because they had not been modernized 
in time? How many jobs have been lost in that way? Automation is accused of being 
the cause of staffing cuts. I think it would be more accurate to blame reductions in 
production capacities due to delays in modernization for the 700,000 or so industrial 
jobs lost between 1974 and 1981. 


Technology eradicates jobs but it creates new ones. It makes our products competitive 
and opens up new markets, which will call for additional people to be hired. However, 
it is necessary to have a qualified labor force suited to the new trades, hence the 
importance I attach to training. I have made this one of the government's priorities. 
National education and enterprises as well must feel motivated. For instance, young 
conscripts from the grades ecoles [schools of university level specializing in voca- 
tional training) are successfully teaching computer science to thousands of the young 
unemployed. Modernization and training are the two paths to follow to stem unemploy- 
ment, and then to reduce it. There is no other way. 





Finally, the struggle against unemployment presupposes growth. But it must be healthy 
growth, free from inflation, low in imports, and based on investment, in preference to 
the expedient flash in the pan schemes which are suggested to me at times, and which 
run counter to the ais. 


[July] There is right-wing opposition and also, for several months, there have very 
clearly been left-wing opposition to your policy. In many respects, at economic and 
social levels, that opposition is much more virulent than the right-wing opposition. 
The left-wing opposition's participation in the government is becoming incomprehensible 
to many people who interpret it as a sign of weakness, as a sign of dependence on the 


opposition. 


(Mitterrand) The government is composed of men and women whom the premier proposed for 
my approval. Most belong to political organizations, others do not. 
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The majority parties themselves are in the government. If they have parliamentary 
groups they express t'i4s in votes in tne assentlies. If they support the bills to which 
the government attaches importance, everything goes well. If they oppose then, they 
exclude themselves from the majority. If they vote in favor of a motion of confidence 
in the government while waging hostile campaigns in the country, they are running the 
risk of ruining their credibility among opinion, because that position is morally and 
politically untenable. You know what happened to the previous majority which met its 
downfall in that way. This risk must now be carefully weighed. 


As tor dependence, where doesit lie? And who is dependent on whom? I would be dependent 
if I allowed any pressure to influence my choices. This is not the case, as you can 
imagine, since I personally defined France's policy and it is conducted on my authority. 
Finally, it will not surprise anybody if I add that the head of state can only be 
dependent on the idea he has of the public interest and on the votes of the people who 
elected hin. 


[July] What is the PCF's present, specific, original contribution to the left-wing 
majority? 


[Mitterrand] It is the contribution of social classes kept out of power in France for 
too long, when they work and produce for the good .ad progress of all, without always 
receiving their due in return. 


But, if you want to know more about this, ask the premier, the leader of the majority. 
For my part, I see the left-wing union in the government, in Parliament, and in the 
country as a decisive historical choice and a powerful popular and social base. If it 
were to bring about its own destruction, I could no nothing about it, but I would 
deplore the fact. The country would nonetheless be governed, you can be sure of that. 


[July] What effects can the results of the European elections have on the course of 
this policy, as you have just defined it? In particular, can a breach in your majority 
be envisaged? 


[Mitterrand] Europe has not featured enough in our conversation. It is a good thing 
that it should be raised just as we are finishing in order to provide a counterbalance. 
France's domestic policy is expressed and implemented freely, but in a conspicuous way 
in a 10-member community in which only 3 countries -- Italy, Greece, and France -- have 
Socialist leaders. But there are many interests, ambitions, and aspirations which unite 
us when the future of this continent, this portion of the continent whose history we 
eabody, is posed in terms of civilization. Burt civilization presupposes existence, 
primarily physical existence, and life in all its aspects. For our peoples to live in 
the way I would like them to live, Europe is necessary. 


It is a necessary dimension in world affairs, a dimension which belongs to us and goes 
way beyond trade. Security, peace, inventions, technological advances, and the protec- 
tion of nature need this dimension. 


The voting system calls on every political party, every current of thought, every 
interest group to take part in the European election on 17 June. I see nothing to 
criticize in that. The majority parties will each fight the election under its own 
banner. No one will complain about th’s opportunity to highlight the political situa- 
tion, although it will be distorted by the attraction of strictly national, or, worse 
still, local debates. It would be premature to calculate the conclusions to be drawn 
from it with regard to cohesion, or its reverse. But let us remember that the 
Government of France is exercised on a different level. It is up to me to define the 
aajor guidelines of our foreign policy. I will not hand that task to anyone. 
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MITTERRAND MOVE FORCES USSR RESPONSE ON SAKHAROVS 





PM211229 Paris LE MONDE in French 19 May 84 pp 1, 4 
[Jacques Amalric report: "Mr Mitterrand Jeopardizes Trip to Moscow for Sakharo:.s] 


[Excerpts] After several days' thought, which the Soviets had every opportunity to use 
to break the deadlock in the Sakharov affair, Francois Mitterrand decided that he could 
no longer remain silent, even if it meant postponing or even jeopardizing his visit to 
the USSR. That was the significance of his decision, announced in Stockholm on 
Thursday 17 May, to ask the Ten to make a joint appeal to Moscow on behalf of the 
academician and his wife, of whom there is still no news aside from the fact that the 
former has been on hunger strike since 2 May and the latter since 10 May. 


The Ten's appeal was drawn up in Paris on Friday 18 May by the Foreign Ministry political 
secretaries. It was not an extraordinary meeting; rather, it was a monthly meeting 
within the framework of political cooperation. The 10 senior civil servants drafted a 
message to the Soviet leadership stressing two points: the possibility of Mrs 
Sakharov's receiving permission to go and seek treatment in a country of her choice, and 
of her husband's being given the opportunity to lead a normal life in his country. 


Once it is approved by the governments concerned -- some people feared that Greece might 


make trouble -- the message will be conveyed to Moscow by the French ambassador in the 
_USSR, because Paris is EEC chairman until the end of June. Of course, nobody has many 


illusions about the efficacy of such an appeal -- Moscow radio broadcast violent attacks 
on the Sakharovs again on Thursday -- but it had become more than risky for the European 
leaders not to intervene on behalf of the Garkiy exiles. 


Also on Thursday, during a press conference held in Stockholm, Mr Mitterrand mentioned 
the Sakharov affair for the first time when he announced the EEC's forthcoming appeal. 
"Every effort must be made to safeguard the freedom but also the lives of these two 
people," the president of the republic said. During his previous press conference in 
Oslo, Mr Mitterrand had only discussed human rights in a general way, avoiding mention- 
ing the Sakharovs by name. 


In addition, Mr Mitterrand continued to caréfully maintain uncertainty over his proposed 


| trip to Moscow. Questioned on this subject in Stockholm, the president of the republic 


merely replied: "An invitation only exists when two countries have issued a communique. 


To the best of my knowledge such a communique has not been issued." 


. This was rather a hasty explanation, because Mr Mitterrand had stated a few days earlier 
that he was going to Moscow in response to an invitation that he had received from 
Yuriy Andropov. It does confirm, however, that plans for a trip to Moscow in the second 


half of June are not definite. 


The ball is now in the Soviet court: By breaking his silence, Mr Mitterrand is in fact 
forcing the Soviets to face their responsibilities as well as extricating himself from 
the delicate situation he was in, especially with regard to his opposition. The Kremlin 


‘will be able to choose between indignation and violent polemics on the one hand, and the 


search for compromises, on the other. However, it is difficult to see how it could give 
the Ten satisfaction to have the ban on Mrs Sakharov's exit from the USSR reversed. On 
this issue, it may be enough that Moscow would give explanations on the fate of the 


| Sakharovs, their possible hospitalization, and so forth. It will then be up to Mr 


Mitterrand to decide whether he can be satisfied with that. 
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There has not yet been any reaction in Moscow to either Mr Mitterrand's statements or to 
those made by Chancellor Kohl. Soviet commentators may be waiting for the EEC appeal 

to be made before taking action. At all events, they have hitherto pretended to 

think that the Sakharov case was only of interest to the United States. 


PREMIER DEFENDS RECORD ON RIGHTS, USSR TIES 





PM211029 Paris LE MONDE in French 18 May 84 p 6 
(Unattributed report: "Mr Mauroy Justifies French Attitude"] 


[Excerpt] The fate of Andrey Sakharov and his wife Yelena Bonner, of whom no news 
has been received since the physicist started a hunger strike 2 weeks ago, still 
arouses great emotion throughout the world. With the growing number of petitions and 
official statements, French authorities are being forced to justify proceeding, under 
these conditions, with Mr Mitterrand's proposed visit to the USSR. 


In the National Assembly on Wednesday 16 May the premier himself answered a question 
put by Francois Leotard (UDF) on the appropriateness of this visit in the present 
context, which is characterized by a general hardening of Soviet policy, including 
the Sakharov affair: "It is scandalous to cast any shadow on the government's action 
to promote human rights," Mr Mauroy replied. "We take action in Africa, Latin 
America, Washington, and Moscow whenever it is necessary," the premier added to 
applause from the Socialist and Communist benches. In saying that, Mr Mauroy was 
echoing the words used the previous day in Norway by the president of the republic. 


Mr Mauroy added that the action "of French authorities enabled the son and daughter- 
in-law (of Mr Sakharov) to leave the USSR." In fact it seems that the premier was 
referring to Liza Alekseyeva who, following Andrey Sakharov's first hunger strike, 
had finally been allowed to join her husband Aleksey Semenov, Mr Sakharov's stepson, 
in the United States in December 1981. Mr Semenov himself left the USSR back in 
1977. Nothing is hitherto known about any action taken by the current French Govern- 
ment to facilitate, if not Sakharov's own departure, at least that of his wife. In 
his reply to the opposition deputy, Mr Mauroy added: "When a government member 
visits the USSR, he never fails to make the necessary overtures." Taking up the 
idea already expressed by Mr Mitterrand, the premier continued: "Spectacular action 
is not always appropriate if, like us, you want to be effective," and he added: 

"Our relations with the USSR must be assessed as a whole." 


Also on Wednesday, Tatyana Yankelevich, Yelena Bonner's daughter (from her first 
marriage), announced at a press conference in Paris that she had requested an audience 
with Mr Mitterrand, and that she begged the head of state to beseech Soviet 
authorities: According to her, the Sakharov couple could die within days if nothing 
is done to save them. According to her prior statements, Mrs Bonner-Sakharov had 
decided to start a hunger strike 10 days after her husband, in other words, on 12 May. 


FRANCE, BAHRAIN MAY BRING GULF ISSUE BEFORE UN 





NC211726 Paris AFP in English 1647 GMT 21 May 84 


[Text] Paris, May 21 (AFP) — France and Bahrain may bring the issue of the Guif 
war before the United Nations Security Council, French Foreign Minister Claude 
Cheysson said today following talks with his Bahrain counterpart, Shaykh Muhammad 
ibn Mubarak Al Khalifah. 











VII. 22 May 84 K 13 FRANCE 


"We raised the possibility of coordinating our actions at the international level," 
Mr Cheysson said of today's meeting, adding that this could include diplomatic 
initiatives taken both before and in tandem with Security Council debates. 


France, which sponsored a Security Council resolution last October calling for an 
end to the 44-month-old Iran-Iraq war and a halt to interference with shipping in 
the Gulf, reacted sharply Wednesday to the recent increase in attacks on oil tankers 
and other vessels by the two belligerents. Paris called on all concerned parties 
to help end the conflict. 


The visit by the Bahrain foreign minister, who arrived here yesterday, has been 

planned since the Arab League meeting last March at Baghdad, but it took on added 
importance in the wake of height«ning tensions in the Gulf following attacks on six 

tankers in the Gulf last week. 


His trip coincides with a diplomatic offensive to end the war launched Saturday by the 
Gulf's oil kingdoms during an Arab League meeting in Tunis. The offensive gained 
momentum today with a trip to New York by ‘Abdallah Bisharah, secretary of the Gulf 
Cooperation Council (GCC), for talks with U.N. head Javier Perez de Cuellar and 
visits by the Iraqi and Kuwaiti foreign ministers to Tokyo. 


The Japan trip is a followup to a tour of Western Europe two months ago by the 
Kuwaiti minister, Shaykh Sabah al-Ahmad al-Jabir as-Sabah, aimed at convincing 
countries to halt arms sales to Tehran and stop purchasing Iranian oil. 


Shaykh Al Khalifah said that military issues, such as possible French military aid to 
the Gulf countries, were not raised during his luncheon meeting with the French 
foreign minister here today. 


WORKERS AT TWO CITROEN PLANTS END OCCUPATION 





NC191736 Paris AFP in English 1722 GMT 19 May 84 


[Text] Paris, May 19 (AFP) — Workers at two of four Citroen auto plants near here 
have decided to end their eight-day-old occupation of the factories, a union leader 
announced today. Andre Sainjon, leader of the metallurgy division of the General 
Confederation of Workers (CGT), France's largest union, said at a press conference 
that workers at the plants in Aulnay-Sous-Bois and Levallois had "democratically" 
decided to end their action "because of the new situation." He was referring to 
yesterday's government decision to turn down Citroen's request to lay off 2,300 
workers, but to allow a company plant to cut 3,700 jobs through attrition -- 3,200 
through early retirement and 500 by having foreign workers go home. Mr Sainjon said 
workers at two other plants would most likely follow suit. 


Citroen, which is owned by Peugeot, France's largest private company, employs 
45,000 people. It announced the layoff after Peugeot reported losses of 2.5 
billion francs (295 million dollars) last year. The Communist-led CCT reacted 
to the layoff plan in May by going on strike and occupying the Aulnay plant. 
The action spread to three other plants during the week. 
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CABINET COUNCIL DISCUSSES SAKHAROV CASE 





Craxi To Receive Daughter 
LD212104 Rome Domestic Service in Italian 2030 GMT 21 May 84 


{[Text] The Cabinet Council in Rome this afternoon considered the case of Soviet 
scientist Andrey Sakharov. It expressed profound anxiety for his condition and 
gave a mandate to the prime minister to manifest the firm orientation of the Italian 
Government in defense of fundamental human and civil rights. The attitude of the 
Soviet Government in this affair is also criticized by the PCI organ L'UNITA. 
Tomorrow Craxi will receive Sakharov's daughter. 


Outlines Official Position 


AU220903 Rome ANSA in English 0847 GMT 22 May 84 


[Excerpt] (ANSA) Rome, May 22 -- Italian Foreign Trade Minister Nicola Capria leaves 
for Moscow today as Prime Minister Bettino Craxi outlines the Rome government's 
official position on the Sakharov case after a Cabinet meeting yesterday evening. 

The meeting gave Craxi a mandate to express, "in the most appropriate forms", the 
Italian Government's "firm orientation" in defense of the "fundamental civil and 
human rights". The Italian Liberal Party, one of the five forming the present 
government majority, earlier urged that the recently concluded Italo-Soviet agreement 
on natural gas supplies should be suspended if the Soviet authorities do not cease 
their "inhumane" treatment of the dissident and his wife. 





ANDREOTTI MEETS CONGO'S NZE, CRITICIZES APARTHEID 
AU211942 Rome ANSA in English 1930 GMT 21 May 84 


[Excerpts] (ANSA) Rome, May 21 -: Italy's “total opposition” to South Africa's 
apartheid policies was reiterated here today by Foreign Minister Giulio Andreotti at 
a meeting he had with his Congolese counterpart, Pierre Nze. A communique reported 
that the two men reviewed current events on the world scene, with particular 
reference to problems and issues in Africa. Their exchange of views on recent devel- 
opments in southern Africa was described as “useful”. Andreotti reiterated the Rome 
government's unmitigated opposition to racist policies in South Africa and dismissed 
the token steps taken recently by Pretoria authorities to soften the effects of 
apartheid as “completely insufficient". 


"The problem of co-existence between the different peoples in southern Africa", 
Andreotti went on record as saying, "will not be resolved unless the discriminatory 
system (apartheid) is removed and talks are held between all parties concerned". 
Italian policy in Africa, the minister added, consists of promoting the peaceful 
development of all nations on the continent within a framework of effective non- 
alignment". The Italian diplomatic chief commended Brazzaville for its recent 
efforts to promote a dialogue to end the crisis in Chad. 
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. ARABS WITH EXPLOSIVES ARRESTED AT AIRPORT 





AU191345 Rome ANSA in English 0815 GMT 19 May 84 


(Text] (ANSA) Rome, May 19 -- Two Arabs carrying Saudi Arabian passports were nabbed 
Friday at Rome's international airport with three kilograms of explosives in their 
luggage. The two were transiting in Rome between a Syrian Arab Airlines flight from 
Damascus and a connection on an Iberian Airlines flight that was supposed to have brought 
them to Madrid. The load of explosives they were carrying was uncovered during a routine 
check, on the airfield, of the luggage being unloaded from the Syrian airliner. 


Two bags contained 2.8 kilograms of plastic explosives along with detonators, booster 
charges, a compass and an Iraqi passport. The holders of the luggage, whose Saudi 
Arabian passports were in the names of ‘Abdullah Rashid ad-Dusari, 25, and Salim ‘Ali 
Husayn Khalifah, 28, were immediately arrested. The anti-terrorism branch of the Rome 
police department is handling the investigation. 


ATTEMPT TO STOP ANTI-INFLATION PACKAGE IN LOWER HOUSE 





AU210856 Rome ANSA in English 0840 GMT 21 May 84 


[Excerpts] (ANSA) Rome, May 21 -- The lower house will be voting once again today on 
whether or not to give the Italian Government its confidence in the second such roll-call 
since Friday as the ruling coalition runs a race aginst time to push its anti-inflation 
package through Parliament within the consitutional time limit. 


The government tabled the confidence motion on Saturday, just a day after it had won 
another confidence vote on the same floor, in a bid to cut short an opposition filibuster 
which had already succeeded once before in dumping the measures. 


_The house was in session all Sunday afternoon and most of the night as spokesmen from 
the opposition parties filed to the microphone one after another to expound upon their 
objections to the package. 


The battle in the lower house has taken its effects on the overall political atmosphere 
in Italy, leaving the once-friendly Socialists and Communists at loggerheads and 

creating hard-feelings within the coalition itself. The Christian Democrats, through 
their leader Ciriaco de Mita, gave assurances Sunday that they will remain "loyal" to the 
government despite the "misunderstandings™ cropping up in the course of the parliamentary 
debate. 


But the small Liberal Party issued a statement Sunday decrying the "mounting tension and 
misunderstanding" developing in relations between coalition partners and calling for "a 
substantial correction” in their behavior. The Communist Party, meanwhile, carried a 
scathing attack against the Socialists in its newspaper today in response to a not-too- 
veiled threat from the PSI to pull out of local level governing alliances with the PCI 
if the Communists did not put a halt to their “aggression” in Parliament. L'UNITA, the 
PCI newspaper, labled the threat “blackmail” and wondered if the Socialists viewed 
decentralized administrations as anything more than a “political tool to employ at their 
convenience”. 
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PCI STATEMENT CRITICIZES CRAXI REPORT 





PM180952 Milan L*UNITA in Italian 12 May 84 p 18 
{Unattributed report: “Chiaromonte's Statement” ] 


{Text] On behalf of the PCI delegation to the PSI congress (headed by Enrico Berlinguer 
and also comprising Comrades Gianni Pelicani and Alfonsina Rinaldi), Comrade Gerardo 
Chiaromonte has released the following statement about Craxi's report: 


The initial impression is not positive. It seems to us that the report does not 
provide an answer to, or is ambiguous or evasive about, the most burning political, 
economic, and social problems now facing the country, particularly those that have 
emerged so spectacularly in recent months and in the past few days. One cannot fail 

to be amazed, for example, by the generic and hasty nature of the references to the 
“morality issue,” particularly regarding the P2 issue, which all Italians are wondering 
about at present. 


With regard to the missiles in Europe, there is an evident reevaluation of the stances 
adopted in Lisbon, albeit within the framework of a controversy with the most extremist 
Atlantic stances, well represented within the majority and the government. 


With regard to the decree on cost of living adjustments, actually it is we who cannot 
understand the reasons why the government chose such a rash path on 14 February, 

and the report lacked any reference to or almost any consideration of economic policy 
connected with the decree. Indeed, Craxi acknowledged the validity of one of the 
basic reasons for our opposition -- that concerning an incomes policy aimed in one 
direction only, that is, against employed workers, as defined in the decree. 


With regard to institutional reforms, a generic approach prevails, apart from refer- 
ences to parliamentary regulations and secret ballots. In this context, leaving 
proclamations aside, it seems to us impossible to understand what the reformism of 

the PSI'’s present policy is, what it boils down to, especially since the report confirms 
the long-term nature of the five-party alliance. 


Precisely to justify this stance the PSI secretary again spoke of our opposition 
as regression on our part. He forgot to mention our specific stances in all fields 
— including those in connection with economic policy -- or our specific stances 
(for instance on missile disarmament both in the West and in the Eastern bloc, or 
regarding the Concordat with the Vatican. [sentence as published] 


In view of all this — and also in view of the total failure to mention the unitary 
work that brings Socialists and Communists together in many areas of social and mass 
work -- we do not conceal our anxiety for the future in Italy of the unity of left- 
wing and other democratic forces. Yet it is more and more indispensable to continue 
working for this unity. 
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PSI*S PELIKAN DEFENDS CRAXI*S PEACE PROPOSAL 





PM181428 Rome AVANTI in Italian 10 May 84 p 7 
{Jiri Pelikan editorial: “Opportune Proposal”) 


[Text] It is not surprising that Prime Minister Comrade Craxi's initiative has prompted 
curiosity, requests for elucidation, doubts, and even controversy. This is all under- 
standable, because it is a new proposal. Following sany months of broad appeals 

from Western leaders for the Soviets to return to the negotiating table at Ceneva 

— appeals that the Soviet leaders ignored and in which even their authors did not 
believe -- and by the Soviet leaders for the Western countries to dismantle the cruise 
and Pershing sissiles already deployed in certain NATO countries — appeals in which 
even the Soviet leaders no longer believed — here we have a really new proposal, 
realistic and acceptable to both sides, without their “losing face,” as the Chinese say. 


Since Craxi’s proposal was conveyed first by television and then the press with con- 
fused and contradictory comments and interpretations, I would like to provide some 
explanations that could contribute to a better understanding by the public, which 

I consider more important than the opinions of some leaders too concerned about the 
consequences on the Italian domestic plane and for the coming European elections. 


It seems important to ge that Craxi’s initiative was announced in Lisbon following 

the meeting with Socialist Prime Minister Mario Soares, recognized throughout Europe 

and in Washington too as a statesman who has withstood the assault of Cunhal’s Stalinists 
and who has always supported NATO and its decisions on the deployment of the cruise 

and Pershing missiles. This confirms that Craxi's proposals are not the result of 

any pressure or “seduction” by the USSR and that from their origins they are situated 
within the context of the NATO allies. 


It is an original proposal that cannot be identified with Deputy Berlinguer's well- 
known proposal calling for a block on the NATO decision to deploy the cruise and 
Pershing missiles as a logical response — and only a response — to the USSR's uni- 
lateral decision to disrupt the military balances in Europe since 1977 with the deploy- 
ment of the SS-20 nuclear sissiles on the USSR's European territory, all of thes 
targeted on Western countries. 


So Craxi's new proposal proceeds from an entirely different premise, namely that 

the Western countries have refused to accept the Soviet sonopoly in the sphere of 
continental nuclear aissiles and are willing to negotiate only from a position of 
parity, not one of inferiority, as the Soviets and the “unilateral pacifists” presume 
they should. 


Thus the Soviet Union aust acknowledge this fact and agree to return to the Geneva 
negotiating table without setting conditions, such as canceling the NATO decision 

to counterbalance Soviet supremacy with the deployment of cruise and Pershing sissiles. 
This decision is final, and neither the Soviet Union nor “marches in one direction 
only” can change it. The Soviets are realistic enough to understand this. 
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Craxi's initiative proposes the adoption of a “suspension clause” whereby both 
superpowers would forgo deployment of further nuclear missiles for the duration 
of the negotiations. Of course, the USSR will at such a time have a superior 
number of nuclear missiles in Europe, but this handicap is not decisive because 
the USSR is well aware that Western Europe can respond to any offensive strike -- 
first and foremost with cruise and Pershing missiles already deployed — and that 
it is therefore not willing to submit to political blackmail. 


Craxi's positive proposal emerges at the very moment the Italian Government and 
other Western governments have displayed resoluteness and steadfastness in the 
face of Soviet pressure, and Andropov's successor is realizing this and is no 
longer automatically bound by conditions set by his predecessors. Without this 
steadfastness, hindered by the Communist Party and a section of the peace movement 
(unfortunately very strong, and transferring the whole burden of disarmament solely 
to the Western side), Western Europe and Italy would be forced to accept Soviet 
supremacy and therefore “finalization"("finalizzazione", possible misprint for 
“finlandizzazione", Finlandization]. 


As Comrade Craxi said, negotiation will be easier now than a few months ago, even 
though obstacles will be raised by the Soviet generals and perhaps even by some 
Americans. Now it is possible to reach an agreement on the reduction of nuclear 
missiles to the lowest possible level. 


Craxi's initiative confirms the Italian Government's autonomous and not subordinate 
role under the Socialist premiership within the Atlantic alliance framework. It 

is strange that some newspapers and politicians that have always urged a more 
independent Italian stance and deplored the government's lack of initiative in 
foreign policy are now very worried whether the prime minister's proposal was 
“previously discussed" with the “principal ally" or “at least previously discussed 
with the other European alliance members, especially with the principal ones, that 
is, with France and the FRG." This observation comes not from L'UNITA but from 

LA REPUBBLICA, which had applauded any other initiatives from other NATO countries, 
contrasting them “with the Italian Government's inertia.” It is incomprehensible 
why important initiatives in the international area can be made only by Schmidt, 
Brandt, Mitterrand, or Papandreou — whom we hold inthe highest esteem-- but not by 
Craxi. In any case, Craxi himself announced right away that he will submit his 
proposal ~o the next NATO Council session to hear the opinions of the other allies 
and thus to transform it into a joint YATO proposal. 


For all these reasons Craxi's new ~roposal deserves the understanding and full 
support of all Italian political forces and of the public, who are tired of ageing, 
formaiistic appeals and want to see a new real‘stic hope of peace and disarmament. 
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GOVERNMENT SEEKS EXPLANATION OF DOS SANTOS REMARKS 
LD181424 Lisbon International Service in Portuguese 1200 GMT 18 May 84 





[Text] The Portuguese Government has asked for an official explanation from the 
Angolan Government about an interview granted by President Eduardo dos Santos to the 
Lisbon weekly O JORNAL, published last Friday, in which he criticized the Mario Soares 
cabinet. This disclosure is contained in an interview which the same newspaper had 
with the Portuguese foreign affairs minister and which is published today, according 
to which the Angolan ambassador in Lisbon was summoned to the Necessidades Palace on 
Monday and asked to provide an explanation on the Angolan president's interview. 


In today's interview, the Portuguese foreign affairs minister says he finds it strange 
that a head of state should choose to use the press, and not appropriate diplomatic 
channels -- which are always open — to raise matters pertaining to relations between 
countries. On the other hand, Foreign Affairs Minister Jaime Gama says in the same 
interview that the Portuguese Government has not given permission for organizations 
hostile to the Luanda regime to carry out their activities in Portugal. It is recalled 
that while the Angolan president accused the present Portuguese Government of 
contributing to a worsening of relations, ties between Portugal and Angola are» on the 
contrary, actually much more intense and solid than we are led to believe by the 
utterances of political opportunity made by some for specific consumers. 


Jaime Gama goes on to say that while the Angolan president availed himself of 
Portuguese freedom of the press to criticise Portugal's Government in a Portuguese 
newspaper, this was not done on a reciprocal basis. The minister says when he stopped 
off in Luanda in February this year, he was not granted an opportunity to meet Angolan 
journalists; neither did Luanda radio broadcast an interview he gave. 


BRIEFS 
ENVOY TO IRAN — By presidential decree officially published today, diplomat Fernando 


Pinto dos Santos has been appointed Portugual’s ambassador to Tehran. [Excerpt] 
(Lisbon in Portuguese to Europe 1200 GMT 16 May 84 LD] 


ENVOY TO GUINEA-BISSAU -- The Government of Guinea-Bissau has given its assent to the 
appointment of Barreiros Martins as Portugal's new ambassador to Bissau. [Excerpt] 
[Lisbon in Portuguese to Europe 1200 GMT 16 May 84 LD] 
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GOVERNMENT EXPRESSES CONCERN OVER GULF SHIPPING 





LD220518 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 2000 GMT 22 May 84 


[Text] The Spanish Government has again expressed its concern over the hostilities 
between Iran and Iraq which are affecting the ships that pass through the Persian 
Gulf, according to a statement released today by the Diplomatic Information Office. 
The government recognizes that danger exists for shipping in the same way as in 
undeclared wars and has recommended to Spanish shipowners that they recognize their 
crews’ work as being voluntary. For the moment no crewmember has decided to remain 
in the capital of the United Arab Emirates, as had been suggested for those who did 
not want to pass through dangerous waters. 


PCE URGES WITHDRAWAL FROM NATO MILITARY COMMITTEE 





LD182103 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1700 GMT 18 May 84 


[Text] The PCE has today explained the content of the question it will put to the 
government over the presence of Chief of the Defense Staff Admiral Liberal Lucini 
at the NATO Defense Planning Committee meeting. Gerardo Saenz reports: 


[Begin recording] [Saenz] The PCE has said at this news conference that the further 
Spain distances itself from NATO the better and, in this sense, it (?proposes) to the 
government that it consider Spain's immediate withdrawal from the NATO Military 
Committee, whose rotating Presidency is at the moment with Spain. Jose Luis Zuniga, 
secretary of the Congress Defense Committee, speaks: 


[Zuniga] We see that Spain currently occupies the honorary Presidency of the NATO 
Military Committee, the post itself being occupied by Admiral Liberal, and we hope 
the government keeps its promise to keep us out of the Military Committee, which is 
what we are requesting concretely -- to get the status that France has had, and has 
observed scrupulously, within the Political Committee but not attending the Military 
Committee. That is our rigorous hope for Spain and not only within this legislature, 
that is to say up to the holding of the next elections, but that we should proceed 
with immediate withdrawal from these organizations. [end recording] 


PRAVIA EXPLAINS REASONS FOR BREAK WITH PCE 





For an interview given by Jose Manuel Pravia, member of the Secretariat and Executive 
Committee of the Spanish People's Communist Party "nd chief editor of NUEVO RUMBO, 

to Prague's RUDE PRAVO Moscow correspondent Viadimir Divis, published in Bratislava 
PRAVDA and titied "Consistently Along the Path of Progress; Interview With a Member 
of the Leadership of the Spanish People's Communist Party," see the Czechoslovakia 
section of the 21 May Eastern Europe DAILY REPORT. 


PCE PROTESTS ‘DISSIDENT PARTY’ USSR VISIT 





LD221028 Belgrade TANJUG Domestic Service in Serbo-Croatian 0950 GMT 22 May 84 


{Text] Madrid, 22 May (TANJUG) -- The PCE has sent a message to the CPSU leadership 
protesting the official visit to the Soviet Union by a delegation of the dissident 
“parallel party." The delegation, led by their chief Ignacio Gallego, left for 
Moscow last night. 
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The PCE considers that the CPSU support being given to the dissidents is directed 
against the interests of Spanish communists, indicates interference in the PCE's 
internal affairs and, finally, plays into the hands of the reactionary forces in 

Spain that are conducting an anticommunist and also anti-Soviet campaign. The PCE 
leadership is in favor of cooperating with the CPSU on the principles of independence, 
equality, and mutual respect. Gerardo Iglesias, secretary general of the PCE, had 
previously proposed a meeting between delegations of these two parties, but this 
meeting has not taken place. 


The CPSU Central Committee meanwhile has confirmed that it desires to maintain relations 
with both the PCE and the “parallel party” of dissidents. The CPSU also promised 
"friendship, assistance, and solidarity" with the dissidents. The PCE has sent several 
protest messages about this to the CPSU leadership. 


The PCE underlines that the founding of the dissident party is "an attempt to split” 
the Spanish party. Support for the dissidents is therefore described as a “hostile 
act" toward the PCE on the part of the CPSU. The Spanish party's message expresses 
loyalty to the strategy of Eurocommunism and defends in a determined manner the 
party’s independence and the distinctive national character of the Spanish path to 
socialisna. 


PCE'S IGLESIAS CONCLUDES VISIT TO ROMANIA 
LD191209 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1000 GMT 19 May 84 


[Text] PCE Secretary General Gerardo Iglesias has concluded his 2-day visit to the 
Romanian capital, Bucharest. The Communist leader met various leaders of the Romanian 
regime. Romania was one of the ~..ialist countries condemning the creation of a 
pro-Soviet party as a breakaway party from the PCE. Iglesias arrived in Bucharest 

on Tuesday from Sofia, where he met with the Bulgarian leader Todor Zhivkov. 


Makes Statement on Visit 
LD191425 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1300 GMT 19 May 84 


[Text] PCE Secretary General Gerardo Iglesias has just returned from Bulgaria and 
Romania, where he discussed the international situation. Hector Arenas, at Barajas 
Airport, reports: 


[Begin recording] [Arenas] During a week-long visit to Romania and Bulgaria, PCE 
Secretary General Gerardo Iglesias discussed mainly the delicate international 
situation that, according to a statement he made on his return, could lead us to 

hell with a nuclear war. At the same time, Iglesias, who said he had spoken with 
total independence about relations between communist parties to both Bulgarian leader 
Zhivkov and Romanian President Ceausescu, added that the subject of Spain's member- 
ship or nonmembership of NATO was not discussed directly: 


[Iglesias] We hold absolutely independent positions and the fact that here we are 
deeply committed to the struggle for Spain's withdrawal from NATO does not mean 

that we do not maintain our level-headedness and scrupulous respect for our independence, 
wherever we are. 


[Arenas] Iglesias and Sanchez Montero, who were both in Romania and Bulgaria, said 
here that they had received from those Communist Parties explicit support for the 
new internal situation in the Spanish Communist Party. [end recording] 
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PAPERS DISCUSS SOVIET BOYCOTT OF OLYMPICS 





PM171318 [Editorial Report] Nordic newspapers of 10 May comment on the Soviet decision 
to boycott the Los Angeles Olympics. All express regret at the decision, but none is 
surprised. Oslo's AFTENPOSTEN in its page 2 editorial sees the decision as an expression 
of the “poor climate which prevails between the two superpowers" end views it as Soviet 
revenge: “It is clear that those responsible in the Kremlin are unable to forget what 
they felt to be an insult 4 years ago. But with such a reaction they do not achieve 
anything other than to sow doubts about their assurances that their prime goal is to 
make this world into a more peaceful and safe place in which to live.” The paper writes, 
concluding: "For many years East and West have been negotiating on disarmament and 
troop reductions and, hopefully, positive results will be achieved in time. But it is 
also important that human contacts across national boundaries should be preserved and 
ideally be strengthened. Olympic Games which collapse for political reasons are likely 
to undermine this vital objective." 


Other papers see the decision as a tit-for-tat response. Copenhagen's AKTUELT writes in 
its page 8 editorial: "Of course it is regrettable that the Soviet Union has said ‘no' 
to participation in the Olympic Games in Los Angeles -- but is it a surprise that the 
Soviets are now saying ‘thanks for last time’ and are now using the very same tactic 
which the Americans used toward the Moscow Games?” 


Stockholm's SVENSKA DAGBLADET's page 2 editorial explores possible reasons for the boy- 
cott: “Their campaign against the American Games is largely revenge, but there is alsc 

a significant element of fear in the Soviet leadership that in demonstrations at the Games 
they will be placed in the dock. When the Soviets themselves are the arrangers they can 
organize the demonstrations which they consider desirable and prevent demonstrations 
which are undesirable. In an American democracy that is something that just isn't done.” 


Copenhagen's BERLINGSKE TIDENDE in its page 10 editorial speculates on the possible 
repercussions of the Soviet action: "It is possible that the Soviet leaders have 
reasoned that given their unwillingness to cooperate with President Reagan this year so 
as not to improve his chances of reelection, they might just as well use the time to 
harm him. What is paradoxical is that they will assist him without intending to and 
without realizing that they are doing so. The carefully arranged insult to the United 
States is just what Ronald Reagan can use. It does not knock him out. It knocks him in 
again,” the paper writes. 


In its page 2 Per Jonsson editorial, Stockholm's DAGENS NYHETER describes what should 
be the U.S. reaction: "The vital thing must be that the U.S. Administration itself says 
or does something which at least looks like a move to meet the Soviet Union's wishes. 
Orders for an ‘overhaul’ of the Olympic administration or an admission that on some 
points Moscow's complaints have been within reason might be enough. The main thing is 
that the Soviet superpower should not be allowed to win any symbolic propaganda points. 


"If any U.S. President could afford this and still hold his head up it is Ronald Reagan. 
Everyone would know why; no one would suspect Reagan of material concessions to the 
Soviet Union. In addition, it could be a golden opportunity for Reagan to compensate in 
the eyes of the voters for his otherwise pale list of diplomatic successes, to put it 


mildly. 


"Such a generous gesture could save the 1984 Summer Olympics. And perhaps the whole 
Olympic ideal!.” 
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Oslo’s ARBEIDERBLADET concentrates its comments in a page 4 editorial on the future of 
the Olympics: "We believe that it would be possible to find a new form for Summer 
Olympics which could create a better foundation for competition in the Olympic — if not 
entirely amateur -- spirit. But there are also usable alternatives to the Olympic Gazes. 
The time is ripe for a new debate about whether the Olympic Games should not be replaced 
by world championship arrangements in the various branches of sport. World cups which 
also last some time are also possible and they could for this reason be a better founda- 
tion on which to select the best athletes. 


"We would recommend that the debate arising from the Soviet boycott announcement should 
concentrate along these lines. Can the Olympics be reshaped and improved? Are there 
alternatives that are just as interesting as the Olympics? 


Pondering Soviet motives for boycotting Los Angeles is a waste of time. It was some- 
thing that almost had to happen.” 


Helsinki’s HUFVUDSTADSBLADET in its page 4 Rafael Paro editorial concludes by noting 
the resurgence of the idea of a permanent site for the Games in Greece: "The old idea 
of allowing Greece to permanently assume responsibility for the Games has again been 
revived. This suggests a growing pessimism, not only about the Olympic Games, but also 
in most people's views of the overall prospects for peaceful international intercourse." 


PALME, SORSA DISCUSS NUCLEAR-FREE ZONE 





LD211946 Helsinki Domestic Service in Finnish 1600 GMT 21 May 84 


[Text] The nuclear-free zone in the north and economic cooperation between Finland and 
Sweden were central topics in the talks between Finnish Prime Minister Kalevi Sorsa and 
Prime Minister Olof Palme when Sorsa began today a 2-day official visit to Sweden. 
Sorsa said at a news conference that significant statements have been made in Denmark 
and Norway recently about attitudes toward a nuclear-free zone. 


Tomorrow Prime Minister Sorsa will meet Riksdag Speaker Ingemund Bengtsson, and party 
chairmen. On Wednesday Prime Minister Sorsa will attend the EFTA summit in Visby. 





BRIEFS 


NEW ENVOY TO CANADA — Former Liberal Party leader Ola Ulisten yesterday accepted the 
government's offer of the post of ambassador in Ottawa, Canada. As DAGENS NYHETER 
reported yesterday, he will take up the post 1 January 1985, but will leave the Riksdag 
this fall to make room for his successor as party leader, Bengt Westerberg. [Excerpts] 
[Stockholm DAGENS NYHETER in Swedish 17 May 84 p 6 PM] 


NEW ENVOY TO DENMARK -- The current ambassador to Moscow, Carl de Geer, has been 
appointed new ambassador to Copenhagan. Carl de Geer will succeed Claes Wollin who 
will retire on pension. [Text] [Stockholm International Service in Swedish 1000 GMT 


18 May 84 LD) 
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DENKTAS: PARTITION ONLY PEACEFUL SOLUTION 





PM171350 London AL~HAWADITH in Arabic 18 May 84 pp 38, 40 


[Interview with Turkish Cypriot leader Rauf Denktas by Raghidah Dirgham in New York 
— date not given] 


[Excerpts] [Dirgham] Why did you decide to proclaim the “Turkish Republic of North 
Cyprus [TRNC]?" 


[Denktas] In order to prove that the Turkish Cypriots are not a minority in a Greek 
Cyprus, to prove to the world that the Greek Cypriots are not the legitimate Government 
of Cyprus, and to show that there are two peoples in Cyprus who have a right to equal 
political status, that we are partners in the establishment of the republic, and 

that sovereignty over Cyprus was not given only to the Greek Cypriots but to both 
communities equally. Without our participation in government there will be no legiti- 
macy, but the Greek Cypriots did not accept this; had they accepted it, the need 

for establishing a federal state would not have arisen. 


[Dirghas] The sere partitioning of one state into two perplexes se, and this seems 
to be what you are seeking to do. We in Lebanon, for example, suffer from the concept 
of partitioning or de facto partitioning, and yet here you are deciding to divide 
Cyprus into two republics while the Greek Cypriots say that they advocate a united 


Cyprus. Why do you want partition? 


[Denktas] Because we have tried a state that feigns generosity but in fact was not 
united. In practice it was a federal state. The two communities were partners, 

but we found that the Greek Cypriots abused the constitution and indeed disregarded 
it. They tried to crush us and to make us their servants. Therefore, the only solu- 
tion now in a two-nationality community is to reach a peace based on consensus. 

If one party in a two-nationality community says “No, we are bigger, stronger, and 
more numerous and have the right to dictate our terms to the other party,” then it 
will face problems. The problem in Lebanon is that one party ignored the rights 

of the other party and tried to control the whole of Lebanon. This is what is happen- 
ing in Cyprus. The difference in Cyprus is that the numerically larger party excluded 
us from government and alleged that it was the government, which we did not accept. 


Cyprus’ unity is possible only if the duality of Cyprus is respected. 


[Dirghas] At your press conference last November, when you proclaimed the establishment 
of the "TRNC,” you saidthe Turkish community was 22 percent of Cyprus’ total popula- 
tion. 


[Denktas] About 24 percent. 


[Dirgham] You also said Turkish Cypriots were only 18 percent of the total population 
when you obtained 32.8 percent of the total area in Cyprus in 1975. How, in practice, 
can 18 or 24 percent of the total population demand participation on an equal footing 
with the other party, which sakes up 82 or 76 percent of the population? 
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[Denktas] Because experience has proved that it is impossible for us to live together. 
The Greek Cypriots have tried to destroy us. Their objective is to unite the Island 
of Cyprus with Greece. The problem began from here. Look at Makarios' statements, 
Stating this as his objective. For this reason it was impossible to live together. 
You must, therefore, build a wall between you and your neighbor. When you become 

good neighbors, you can get together. What we rejected was Greek Cypriot domination. 
If unity means our destruction then it is no longer unity, it becomes aggression. 


[Dirgham}] Do you absolutely rule out uniting the “TRNC” with Turkey? 
[Denktas] That is not our objective. 
{[Dirgham}] Do you rule out the possibility of setting this goal? 


{[Denktas] I can rule it out because the 1960 agreements rule it out. These agreements 
envision an independent Cyprus in which two peoples share the responsibility. But 

as to how this partnership should operate, the agreements provided for a 70-30 percent 
setup; the Greek Cypriots violated the agreements and for this reason we now have 

to rebuild the partnership on an agreed basis. 


{Dirgham] The Security Council has declared the illegality of the "TRNC” and urged 
that it not be recognized. 


[Denktas] This is to the Security Council's misfortune. One day the Council will 
see the facts and will reconsider its stand. I do not think it is the function of 
the Security Council to turn free peoples into enslaved or colonized peoples. One 
day the Council will realize this is what the Greek Cypriots have asked it to do. 


[Dirgham] Many Arabs say it is difficult for most of the Arab countries to recognize 
the republic you have established because of your actions, sir. Your defiance of 
the Security Council resolution and refusal to implement these resolutions remind 
the Arabs of Israel's actions. 


{[Denktas] This too is a miscalculation; it is very wrong to look at the matter from 
this angle. Israel might have defied the Security Council because it feels strongly 
and because the United States supports it. Therefore it loses nothing by defying 
the Security Council. But Israel is aggressive and is not defending rights as we 
are defending our rights in order to prevent the Greek Cypriots’ aggression against 
us with the aim of throwing us into the sea! We are not defying the Security Council. 
We are defying its misguided resolutions which are based on misguided considerations. 
This is the difference. If the Arab countries wish to bring up the question of 
Palestine, they must realize that if we had not defended ourselves and if Turkey 

had not helped us, we would have become a dispersed people like the Palestinians. 
The Arab countries have to confront Zionism and we have to confront the unethical 
Greek “hedonism.” [as published] 
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(Dirgham] Why, in your opinion, have the United States, the Soviet Union, the European 
countries, and the majority of the nonaligned countries opposed the establishment 
of the “TRNC?” 


[Denktas] Because they know nothing about Cyprus. Also, their interests coincide 
in playing this role. The British are afraid for their bases; the Americans are 
captives of the Greek lobby, especially in an election year; France is pro-Greek 
because Karamanlis and the French leaders are hostile to Turkey; and the Russians 
do not want Cyprus to become a NATO member as they believe that the partitioning 
of Cyprus means there is less possibility of its joining NATO. 


For this reason the Russians do not wish to take a stand other than saying it is 
up to the two peoples of Cyprus to resolve the problem between them. In my view 
this is the best stand, frankly speaking. As for the nonaligned group, it adopted 
a mistaken stand in saying that the Greek Cypriots are defending the independence 
and nonalignment of Cyprus when it was we who fell victim in trying to prevent the 
Greek Cypriots from destroying the independence and nonalignment of Cyprus. But 
nobody looks at the facts and nobody talks to us. 


{Dirgham] Turkey is trying to win Islamic countries’ support for you on the grounds 
of Islamic affiliation. How far does the Islamic countries’ support go? 


{[Denktas}] It is growing. The Islamic world will realize that in Cyprus -- as Greek 
Prime Minister Papandreou said -- the crusaders are waging a campaign against the 
Muslims. For this reason the Islamic countries, whether they hate us or like us 
and whether they understand the situation or not, will be forced to stand on our 
side. These countries must give priority to the Islamic cause, that is facing the 
crusader campaign against it initiated by Papandreou. 


{[Dirgham] What crusader campaign are you talking about? 

{[Denktas}] This was what Papandreou said -- that the crusader campaign has begun. 
I expected some Islamic states or an Islamic individual to answer him, but nobody 
said a word. 


{[Dirgham] Do you believe you enjoy now or will enjoy recognition and support from 
the Islamic states because you are Muslim? 


([Denktas] I enjoy the support of the Islamic peoples, the Islamic states’ support 

will come later, I am certain. I am not asking for Islamic defense against the crusader 
campaign that Papandreou talked about. No, all I am asking is the meaning of the 

words I have been hearing for 40 years about Islamic solidarity. Islam must unite. 
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OIL PURCHASE AGREEMENT SIGNED WITH LIBYA 





NC211915 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1830 GMT 21 May 84 


[Text] Greek exports to Libya in 1984 will be increased by at least 50 percent and 
reach $160 million. This was announced today by Alternate National Economy Minister 
Konstantinos Vaitsos. He added that an agreement was concluded for the purchase of 
900,000 tons of oil, supplied by Libya until March 1985, with the possibility of this 
quantity increasing if deemed expedient by the Greek side. 


During the Greek-Libyan talks, continued and expanded presence of private Greek technical 
companies in the field of Libyan construction was promoted while interest was also shown 
for cooperation in other fields such as fishing, sponge fishing, and heavy industry. 
Bilateral cooperation will also continue and expand in the form of Libyan investments in 
Greek industries. 


Vaitsos also announced that an agreement will soon be signed with Saudi Arabia, which 
wants to purchase fresh Greek agricultural produce as well as industrial products. 
Finally, the Arab side demonstrated interest for cooperation in the field of construc- 
tion, in which there are possibilities for contracts worth $30 to $50 million for each 
project. 


NICARAGUAN MESSAGE READ AT PASOK CONGRESS 





NC171126 Athens EXORMISI TIS KIRIAKIS in Greek 16-17 May 84 p 7 


{["Text" of message read at PASOK congress by Nicaraguan delegate Jose Pavos -- date not 
given] 


[Text] Comrade Chairman Andreas Papandreou: 

Comrades of PASOK: 

Comrades from the other brotherly parties: 

At a time when our people are suffering as a result of the unjust aggression by counter- 
revolutionary forces protected by the U.S. Government, at a time when our people are 
preparing for the first democratic elections in their history, the fact that we can 


attend this congress in democratic Greece, in Greece which with the people's will is 
being governed by PASOK, gives us great pleasure. 


On behalf of the Sandinist National Liberation Front, we express our solidarity, our 
best wishes, our confidence and certainty that our parties and our governments will 
unshakably maintain their brotherhood. 


FLORAKIS LARISA SPEECH OPPOSES EEC MEMBERSHIP 





NC201932 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1830 GMT 20 May 84 


[Text] KKE Central Committee Secretary General Kharilaos Florakis, addressed a gather- 
ing in Larisa this evening. In his speech, Florakis referred in detail to the unfavor- 
able results of Greece's accession to the EEC: increased unemployment and huge deficits 
in our trade balance. 
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The speaker stressed: From this square, Averof called on the people to vote for 
European Parliament deputies who are faithful to the EEC. We call on the people to vote 
for European Parliament deputies who are faithful to Greece, the Greek worker, the 
Greek farmer, and the Greek small businessman; to vote for European Parliament deputies 
who will place our national interests above EEC commitments. 


Florakis continued: The New Democracy leader told us that his party, when it assumes 
power again, will spread its wings — its former, large wings. What are these wings? 
The wings of subjugation to the Americans, 30 million political dossiers, or immunity 
for the plutocracy? 


Florakis further stressed that there is a better political climate today, but a series 
of mature steps are necessary for changes that have not been realized: No end has been 
put to the immunity of big capital, to the flight of capital, and to tax evasion; the 
simple proportional representation [election system] -- which would make the right 
wing's return a midsummer night's dream -- has not been implemented; and we have not 
denounced the Rogers agreement, nor have we withdraw from NATO's military wing as the 
government promised the people. 


Florakis also stressed: In the forthcoming European Parliament elections, the 
democrats, the supporters of the change, and the left winger will have the opportunity 
to make the KKE even stronger with a new, large, and democratic majority -- this would 
be the biggest no to the right wing and the biggest categorical yes to the change. 
Florakis concluded: Strengthening the KKE is the best answer to and condemnation of 
the right wing, the establishment, the oligarchy, and the foreigners. A vote for the 
KKE is not a vote condemning the government; it is a positive and constructive vote so 
that there will be a change of course on the path toward true change. It is the most 
antiright-wing vote, Florakis said. 


DAILY URGES UTILIZATION OF SOVIET STAND ON CYPRUS 





NC160918 Athens RIZOSPASTIS in Greek 15 May 84 p 2 
(From the "Radical" column: "Friends and Foes"] 


[Text] Has or has it not as yet come time for the government to count "friends and 
foes" based on their stance on the Cyprus issue and -- at this time -- more particular, 
ly their stance on the latest Security Council resolution? This resolution condemns — 
Denktas' pseudostate and calls upon all countries not to recognize it and to respect 
the sovereignty, territorial integrity, unity, and nonalignment of the Republic of 
Cyprus. Both the speeches and voting at the United Nations have proved once more who 
are the true friends and who are the foes of Cyprus and Greece. The U.S. abstension 
from voting, in conjunction with its direct pressure and activities backstage to 
prevent the resolution's approval, should not leave any room for self-deception or il- 
lusion. The latest developments make it even more imperative for the government to 
realign its policy in search of international support for a peaceful and just Cyprus 
solution. The positive stance of the USSR -- expressed in the joint CPSU-KKE com- 
munique as well as by Soviet mass media and in Comrade Dolgikh's address at the PASOK 
congress -- should be utilized toward this end. 
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SPOKESMAN ISSUES STATEMENT ON GULF DEVELOPMENTS 





TA181643 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 GMT 18 May 84 


[Text] Turkey has announced that it believes the recent attacks against commercial 
shipping in the Persian Gulf are a dangerous development not serving the interest of any 
country. The Office of the Foreign Ministry Spokesman has issued a statement in this 
regard: We view this new dimension to the already existing dangerous situation 
threatening peace and security in the region as a serious development that might expand 
the framework of the existing confrontation. Because we believe that all countries will 
benefit from preventing such a development we hope the parties involved will act 
responsibly and will, at least, refrain from such dangerous actions. 


OZAL ADDRESSES MEETING ON EEC RELATIONS, PROBLEMS 





TA181813 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 GMT 18 May 84 


[Excerpt] A meeting was held at the Turkish Grand National Assembly [TGNA] today on 
relations with the EEC. The need for Turkey's full membership in the Community was noted 
during the meeting. The meeting, organized by the Turkish-EEC joint parliamentary 
committee, was also observed by President Kenan Evren, TGNA Speaker Necmettin Karaduman, 
and Presidential Council members Nurettin Ersin and Tahsin Sahinkaya. 


Addressing the session, Denizli Deputy Aycan Cakirogullari, the head of the Turkish 
groups of the joint Turkish-EEC parliamentary committee, said that all previous govern- 
ments in Turkey, which has always considered itself a part of Europe, have attached 
importance to the issue of membership in the Community and have pursued almost identical 
policies. Cakirogullari noted that because of the economic and social crises experienced 
in Turkey prior to 12 September 1980, relations between Turkey and the EEC did not 
develop as desired and were, to a certain extent, suspended. He added that despite the 
negative attitude and decisions adopted by the EEC countries, Turkey has not lost its 
faith in the Community. 


Prime Minister Turgut Ozal also spoke. He said that since its establishment, the 
Turkish Republic has been trying to take its place in the West, and this has become a 
State policy. Pointing out that the general policy followed so far favors full member- 
ship in the EEC and a decision in piiaciple has been made on this matter, Ozal noted, 
however, that recently very different situations have emerged concerning relations with 
the Community, and that certain grave difficulties were created. 


Ozal said that, through the fourth financial protocol, the EEC suspended certain rights 
granted to Turkey, avoided according Turkish workers the right to free movement in 
EEC countries, and increased the pressure and restrictions on exports of textile and 
agricultural products to Community countries. The prime minister noted that these 
restrictions directly contradict the concept of free competition, adding that the 
easing of exports is essential for commercial cooperation with Europe, and trade must 
be assessed from both viewpoints. Ozal expressed the conviction that Turkey, which 
serves as a bridge due to its geopolitical position, will enjoy increased prestige in 
Europe and the problems will gradually be resolved. 


EVREN DENOUNCES ‘ENEMIES’ IN ATATURK DAY MESSAGE 





TA190556 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 0430 GMT 19 May 84 


[Excerpts] In a message issued to mark the 19 May Ataturk Youth and Sports Day, 
President Kenan Evren has said that Turkey will abide only by Ataturk ideology and will 
not allow distorted ideologies to take root in the country. 
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As a result of several 3-year-long battles -- each of them legendary in their heroism — 
our country has reinstated its liberty and freedom. However, internal and foreign 
enemies, who have never accepted this reality, have for the last 65 years resorted to 
all kinds of intrigues in a bid to divide, weaken, and destroy the newborn Turkish 
Republic. 


It appears they have not yet changed their stand and have not been able to digest the 
defeats they suffered. We all know very well those countries that have made annoying 


Turkey the cornerstone of their foreign policies, as well as those who extend them their 
unlimited support. 


It is with amazement and wonder that we observe that those very people who tried 65 
years ago to occupy our homeland in which we have lived for a thousand years -- at a 
time when our armies were disbanded and their arms seized and we were left without the 
possibility to defend ourselves properly -- are now exerting efforts to present Turkey 
as an aggressive country whose intention is occupation, and to convince international 
organizations of the truth of these allegations which they themselves know are baseless, 
thus trying to use these organizations as a tool for their own interests. 


As I have done in the past, I want to reiterate that Turkey has no territory to cede 
and does not covet any other nation's territory. I believe they are also aware of this 
fact. However, because both their domestic and foreign policies are based on this 
stand, they talk about the Turkish threat almost daily and on all occasions. 


President Evren said that to be able to live proudly as a nation without being 
dependent on others, and to be able to stand against these unjust accusations and 
aggressions, we must be strong in the fields of economy, education, science, technology, 
and defense. 


OZAL ASSERTS IMPORTANCE OF SHIPBUILDING INDUSTRY 





TA220546 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 2000 GMT 21 May 84 


[Text] Prime Minister Turgut Ozal has said that the government is trying to resolve 
shipbuilding industry problems. He was speaking at a ceremony to launch a 3,250 ton 
tanker built by the private sector in Tuzla, Istanbul. He said the shipbuilding 
industry has had an important place in the country's development. He pointed out that 
development of the shipbuilding capacity would strengthen the maritime commercial 
fleet and would create new job areas. 


Celal Cicek, the chairman of the shipbuilding industrialists union, said that the tanker 
would be used to carry chemicals, and would save $1.8 million annually in freight 
charges. The tanker, which is 84 meters long and 13 meters wide, cost 900 million 
Turkish lira. 


OZDAGLAR ATTENDS ECONOMIC MEETINGS IN LIBYA 





For Ankara reportage on the visit to the Socialist People’s Libyan Arab Jamahiriyah by 
Minister of State Ismail Ozdaglar, including his meetings with Major ‘Abd as-Salam 
Jallud and Agricultural Secretary Abu Zayd ‘Umar Durdah, see the Libya subsection of 
the North Africa section of the 18 May Middle East and Africa DAILY REPORT and subse- 
quent issues. 
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AUSTRIA 


TV TO RELAY DISCUSSION PROGRAM LIVE FROM WARSAW 





AU181125 Vienna DIE PRESSE in German 18 May 84 p 2 


[Text] Vienna -- The Austrian radio and television service [ORF] has scored another 
breakthrough in collaboration with the East and Southeast European radio and television 
institutious. On 14 May ORF will beam live from Warsaw a "Club Two" program [regular 
evening discussion program] which, with simultaneous translation, should be also aired 
on Polish TV screens 1 week later. 


Participating in the discussion on “Poland Today" are, on the Austrian side, Vienna 
Deputy Mayor Erhard Busek, and director designate of the Vienna Institute for Inter- 
national Economic Comparison Gerhard Fink among others. The following have now been 
named as partners in the talks on the Polish side: Professor Marian Dobrosielski, 
head of the International Policy Institute in Warsaw; Professor Rudolf Buchala, 
Catholic deputy to the Sejm; and Waclaw Wolczynski, director of the International 
Economics Institute in Pznan. 


At the same time, ORF is preparing a long-term cooperation agreement with the Polish 
Radio and Television Committee. 


UNITED KINGDOM 





FOREIGN OFFICE CONFIRMS EXPULSION OF CZECHOSLOVAKS 





LD220419 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 0332 GMT 22 May 84 


[Text] Two Czech diplomats have been expelled from Britain, the Foreign Office 
confirmed early today. 


The expulsions were ordered nearly three weeks ago on May 3 when Czechoslovak 
Ambassador Dr Miroslav Houstecky was summoned to the Foreign Office and told that 
two members of his staff, accredited to the embassy in Kensington Palace Gardens, 
west London, had to leave. 


A Foreign Office spokesman said the expulsions were ordered because the diplomats, 
Vice-Consul Mr Bohumir Seda and clerk Mr Jan Malasek, had been “engaged in activities 
incompatible to their status" — the normal Whitehall euphemism for spying. 


"The Czechoslovak ambassador was told to make arrangements for them to leave within 
two weeks,” he said. 


Asked why there *** been no official announcement at the time the expulsions were 
ordered -- the << .. government practice -- the spokesman replied: "We decide such 
matters in the ligat of the factors involved and we have removed a threat to our 
security in the way we judge best." 
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